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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Lanp Transfer Rules were signed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor on the 2nd inst. We understand that the published 
edition will contain an explanatory memorandum, which will 
no doubt be useful to practitioners as a guide to the Rules. 


Drypool Gas Co. so ..-ce.cs-eeceree 
am v. Piercy ...... 





TuE rorTy Days’ notice as to the Rules of the Supreme Oourt 
(ante, p. 636), published in the London Gazette of the 5th of 
July, expires on the 15th inst, The Rules come into operation 
on the 24th of October next. 





We wave been favoured with an early copy of the Land 
Transfer Rules in the final form as regards the rules. Several 
important alterations have been made, and some new rules have 
been added. One of the alterations is that enabling a title to 
be referred, not only to the conveyancing counsel of the court, 
but also to such other barristers experienced in conveyancing as 
the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time appoint (rules 31 
and a ¥ effect, merely a = rh bem cteal 
appoint additional conveyancing counsel for the purposes o 
oF expuitiotion of titles to land intended to be Ls ata 4 
As we pointed out (ante, p. 520), compulsory registration in the 
case of leaseholds could, under the draft rules, have been easily 
evaded, since there was nothing to incorporate the meaniog of 
“ conveyarce on sale” as defined in section 20 (2) of the Act 
of 1897. This is now provided for (rule 60). There are 
several rules which have been inserted to meet the views 
of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners (rules 95 and 98 to 
100). Under the draft rules there was nothing to prevent 
the personal representatives of the official receiver or a trus-: 
tee in bankruptcy being registered on the death of the 
receiver or trustee. This omission is now rectified (rule 137), 
There are several new rules relating to bankruptcy (rules 138 
to 144). The provision that all parties to a registered disposi- 
tion were to execute is now abandoned (rule 157), with the 
a a nonmee, that a pee age need ——— the anaes 

ether with a view to verify signatures i t not 
to keep a book of signatures of registered as in the 
case of banks, may well be considered. The provisions relating to 
the entry of the value of land on the registar have now ved 
an addition providing that the original amount of every charge 
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shall also be entered on the register and on the charge certi- 
ficate (rule 203) ; this renders the rule more complete. We are 
glad to seo that our views (an/e, p. 447) with regard to transfers 
to the uses of a settlement have been adopted, and the forms 
altered (Forms 16 and 18). Power is now given to issue a new 
certificate upon foreclosure (rule 207): we drew attention to 
this omission (ante, p. 486). The rule also has regard to section 
8 (4) of the Act of 1897 : this also had been overlooked (ante, p. 
684). No rule has, however, been made with respect to a 
valuation under section 4 of the Act of 1897 (ante, p. 486), this, 
however, will, we apprehend, be provided for by a general 
rule of court. In the interests of landowners and of the 
general working of the register, it is to be regretted that 
more of our suggested amendments (ante, p. 701) have not been 
adopted, but as the rules bear date the 2ad of August, some of 
our suggestions were perhaps t»0 late to be considered, though 
it is hoped they may be of service when further rules are from 
time to time issued. 





Tux Court of Appeal have settled the vexed question as to 
the application to different classes of legal proceedings of the 
provision of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, that 
where judgment is obtained by the defendant authority it shall 
carry costs to be taxed as between solicitor and client. As 
pointed out an/c, p. 587, it has been thought by some that this 
right was restricted to actions for damages and did not extend 
to proceedings in the Chancery Division for an injunction and 
similar remedies, this view being founded on such cases as 
Flower v. Low Leyton Local Board (5 Ch. D. 347) decided upon 
the somewhat different language of the now repealed section 
264 of the Public Health Act, 1875. The Court of Appeal 
have now delivered their considered judgment on this point in 
Fielden vy. The Mayor, &c., of Morley, and bave come to the con- 
clusion that the Act applies to actions for injunctions as well 
as to actions for damages, and that the dismissal of an action 
against a public authority is equivalent to judgment for the 


defendant. The decisions to this effect of Romer, J., in 
Harrop v. The Mayor of Ossett (1898, 1 Oh, 525) and 
Toms v. Clacton Urban District Council (ante, p. 593), 


and of Srreuine, J., in Holford vy. Acton Urban District Couneil 
(Times L. R. 476), are therefore upheld. It is difficult to see 
how the contrary view could have been supported ; the Act in 
terms applies to ‘‘any action, prosecution, or other proceeding 
- « » against any person for any act done in pursuance or 
execution or intended execution of any Act of Parliament, or of 
any public duty or authority or in respect of any alleged neglect 
or default in the execution of any such act, duty, or authority.” 
“ Person,” of course, includes any corporation, and although the 
cases above referred to were actions against local authorities, 
the application of the Act cannot be restricted to those bodies. 
The Court of Appeal (in the same case of Fielden v. Morley) also 
held that the Act dces not apply to appeals or to motions, but 
only to the general costs of the proceedings. And in the case of 
The North Metropolitan Tramways Co. v. The London County 
Council (1898, 2 Ch. 145) Romer, J., pointed out that as the 
right to solicitcr and client costs is given by the Act itself, it is 
not necessary that the judgment should direct that the costs 
should be taxed on this footing. 





Tue Fverrtve Offenders Act, 1881, does for the various parts 
of the British Empire what the Extradition Acts, supplemented 
by treaties, do for foreign countries. The Act has not often 
come before the High Court for construction; but two cases 
have recently been considered by that tribunal which raised 
points of importance. In each case the question was considered 
whether the court had power to order a person to be released 
on bail, when that person has been committed to prison in order 
to be returned to another part of her Majesty’s dominions for 
trial there by the courts of that part. It was contended on 
behalf of the Crown that the court has no such power, and 
that the fugitive must be kept in custody till the time comes for 
his return—that is, during the period of at least fifteen days 
which must elapse between the committal and the return. 


Now, there can be no doubt that the court has power to admit to 
bail in all cases unless forbidden by statute. Thus it is stated 
by Buacxsrone that the Court of King’s Bench may admit to 
bail even in cases of treason. It is not easy to imagine the 
court surrendering this important power except in c»nsequence 
of express statutory provision, nor is it easy to suppose that 
Parliament would interfere with this ancient power merely by 
implication. The court was therefore clearly justified, in the 
absence of anything in the Act expressly taking away its dis. 
cretion, in maintaining its right to admit to bail. Bail, how. 
ever, as a matter of fact, was not granted in either of the two 
cases, and it is quite obvious that it would very seldom indeed 
be wise to release a fugitive. It was stated by one member of 
the court that this decision must not be taken to apply equally 
to the Extradition Acts. In cases under those Acts the defen. 
dant is probably a foreigner, and his crime certainly is not one 
‘against the peace of our Lady the Queen.” In fact the 
handing of him over to the foreign State is regulated in every 
case by some treaty. The Extradition Acts give powers to 
our courts to carry out such treaties, but in every case the 
treaty in question must itself be considered, as each treaty has 
the force of law by virtue of an Order in Council made under the 
Extradition Act, 1870. By such treaty this State probably 
binds herself, under certain circumstances; to hand over a fugi- 
tive to the foreign State, and it would hardly be consistent with 
such an obligation to allow the fugitive his liberty when once 
those circumstances have arisen. 











Two points of considerable importance with respect to the 
stamp duty payable on an agreement for the svle of a business 
have been decided by the Court of Appeal in West London Syndi- 
cate (Limited) v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue. The syndicate 
were the purchasers under an agreement under seal of (1) the 
goodwill of a hotel, (2) the lease of the hotel, (3) furniture and 
fittings, and (4) stock-in-trade and book debts. The considera- 
tion was the undertaking of the debts of the vendor, amounting 
to £1,335, and the payment of £4,250, of which £1,463 was for 
furniture and stock-in-trade. For the assignment of the lease- 
holds the licence of the lessor was necessary, and the agreement 
provided that, in the event of the licence not being obtained, 
the vendor should, at the option of the syndicate, execute a 
declaration of trust in its favour. Such declaration was subse- 
quently executed. The agreement did not apportion the con- 
sideration payable in respect of the leaseholds and the goodwill, 
and on behalf of the syndicate it was contended (1) that the 
agreement was for the sale of the legal interest in the lease- 
holds, so as not to require ad valorem duty on the agreement, and 
(2) that the goodwill was inseparably attached to the premises 
and was not separately chargeable. The Divisional Court 
(GrantHam and CuannEt, JJ.) decided both points in favour 
of the syndicate, so that the only property which remained 
chargeable with ad valorem duty on the agreement was the book 
debts. The Court of Appeal have taken the same view on the 
first point, but have reversed (A. L. Surrn and Riasy, L.JJ.; 
Vavoeuan Wituams, L.J., diss.) the Divisional Court on the 
second, The contention for the commissioners was that the 
option to take a declaration of trust made the agreement one for 
the sale of an equitable interest in land so as to attract ad 
valorem duty, but, as has been pointed out in the Court of 
Appeal, there was no agreement except for the purchase of 4 
legal interest. As to the substituted equitable interest there 
was no more than an option, which at the time when the agree- 
ment was executed—that being the date which determined 
the liability to stamp duty—did not in any way bind the 
syndicate. But under the circumstances the more important 
point was the second, relating to the separate chargeability of 
the consideration for the goodwill. In Ez parte Punnett (16 
Ch. D., p. 233) Jzsszt, M.R., treated it as perfectly clear that 
the goodwill of a public-house was not personal, but passed 
with it. ‘It is quite plain,” he said, ‘that the goodwill ofa 
public-house passes with the house. In such a case the good. 
will is the mere habit of the customers resortiug to the house. 
In spite of this, however, the majority in the Court of Appeal 
have held that it isa “84 matter of sale, and is separately 
chargeable with duty. Hence, since there had been no appor- 
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tionment between the leaseholds and the goodwill, the assess- 
ment of the commissioners of ad valorem duty on the entire 
consideration for the two was upheld. 





A NOVEL point arising under the Betting Act, 1853, is a rarity ; 
such a point was decided by the Oourt for the Consideration of 
Crown Cases Reserved in Reg. v. Hobbs (reported in another 
column), a case reserved by Hawnxtns, J., from the Lowes 
Summer Assizes. The defendant, a licensed victualler, promoted 
an ordinary “‘ Derby sweepstake”’ among his customers ; it was 
to consist of a thousand subscriptions of 2s. 6d. each, 10 per 
cent. of the amount subscribed was to be deducted by the 
defendant for ‘‘ expenses,” and the balance to be divided 
amongst the drawers of horses in prizes of amounts varying 
from £45 to the drawer of the winning horse to 5s. to the 
drawer of a “non-starter.” Books of tickets were provided by 
the defendant, a ticket being handed in the public-house to 
each subscriber and his name and address being entered on the 
counterfoil. The defendant received the subscriptions with the 
intention (had not a visit of the police put a stop to the whole 
transaction) of conducting the drawing of horses and dis- 
tributing the prizes amongst the successful drawers, as he had 
actually done in previous years. The second branch of section 
1 of the Act forbids the use of a house for the purpose of any 
money being received by or on behalf of the occupier as the 
consideration for a promise or agreement to pay money ‘on 
any event or contingency of or relating to a horse-race.” It 
was under this enactment that the defendant was charged. 
Hawkins, J., evidently felt considerable doubt as to whether 
the facts above stated disclosed a sufficient case to be left 
to the jury; but having regard to the general importance 
of the case, he took the course of directing the jury to find a 
verdict of guilty, with a view to bringing the conviction 
before the appellate tribunal. The court (which included 
Hawsins, J.) had no difficulty in coming to a decision in 
favour of the defendant. The main grounds of their de- 
cision were two. first, that the enactment under which the 
defendant was charged pointed to circumstances establish- 
ing a contractual relation between the parties, a promise to 

ay on a certain event, while in the present case the de- 
fondant made no such promise, but merely acted as a stake- 
holder intending to distribute the common fund created by 
the subscribers (to which he had not himself contributed) in 
accordance with the arrangement or understanding upon which 
they had contributed it. Secondly, the “ event or contingency ” 
upon which the fund was to be distributed was not, in the opinion 
of the court, an event or contingency relating to a horse-race ; the 
event which entitled a partic subscriber to receive a certain 
prize was the event of his drawing a particular horse. The 
court were careful to avoid saying that the defendant had not 
brought himself within the meshes of the law; in fact they 
expressed the opinion that the transaction was a lottery, and 
having regard to the cases of Allport v. Nutt (1 OC. B. 974) and 
Mearing vy. Hillings (14 M. & W.711) it would be difficult to 
contend the contrary. But the defendant was not charged with 
an offence under the Lottery Acts, and looking at the words of 
the section and the whole scope and intention of the Act under 
which he was charged, it is tolerably clear that the court were 
right in quashing the conviction. 





Actions for pound-breach are comparatively rare, but when 
such an action is brought the plaintiff is entitled, under 2 
Will. & M., sess. 1, c. 5, to recover treble damages. Does he, 
however, debar himself from this remedy if before the action he 
has recovered damages from another source? This question 
has arisen in the case of Kemp v. Christmas, in which the Court 
of Appeal recently directed a new trial. The plaintiff was the 
landlord of stables at Watford, and, rent being in arrear to the 
extent of £40, he put in a distress, and impounded on the 
premises two horses and some carriages. chattels im- 
pounded, which were over £40 in value, were removed by the 
defendants. The removal appears to have been rendered 
possible by the negligence of the bailiffs, and the landlord 


recovered £40 against them as damages in an action in the 
Mayor’s Court. He then brought an action against the 
defendants upon the statute. By this it is provided (section 4) 
that “upon any pound-breach or rescue of goods or chattels 
distrained for rent the person or persons grieved thereby shall, 
in a special action on the case . . recover his and their 
treble damages and costs of suit against the offender or 
offenders.” So far as costs are concerned, the plaintiff is now 
only entitled, instead of treble costs, to recover ‘‘a full and 
reasonable indemnity as to all costs and charges in and about 
the action” (5 & 6 Vict. c, 97, s. 2), but otherwise the section 
remains in oes ree bent ee ants ’ the mp ome 
set up as a defence the plaintiff's recovery of damages agains 
the bailiffs, and the learned judge, being of opinion that no 
damage had been suffered, and that consequently there was 
nothing to treble, gave judgment for the defendants. This 
view is by no means unreasonable, but the Court of Appeal have 
held it to be incorrect, and have ordered a new trial. Partly 
this is upon the ground that the sum of £40 recovered against 
the bailiffs does not necessarily represent the total damage 
incurred in respect of the pound-breach, and evidence of this 
damage should have been admitted. But it was also suggested 
that the pound-breach gave a vested cause of action for treble 
damages which could not be taken away by the recovery of 
damages from a third party, though the amount so recovered 
might go in mitigation of the damages for the pound-breach. 
Thus the plaintiff would at least be entitled to the treble of a 
nominal sum for damages and to costs. It will be interesting 
to - how the questions thus left open are settled at the new 
trial. 





Hiruerto, perhaps, the amiable persons who delight in cat 
shows have not had their pursuit taken with sufficient serious- 
ness. Thanks, however, to the happy differences of two ladies of 
Lee, puss has received a new importance, and in the person of 
*‘Roy”’ has occasioned a decision which, it is to be hoped, will 
rank as a leading case in the law of partnership. The case 
is Harris v. Slater, and the decision was given by Mr. Justice 
Srratinc. In form it was a decision of a court of first 
instance, but in substance it was an appeal from the 
committee of the National Oat Club. The plaintiff and 
defendant may be called for the sake of brevity Miss A. 
and Miss B. Miss B. called upon Miss A. and proposed that 
the two should become partners in a really Las Persian 
cat. Miss B. was to pore the purchase-money, and Miss 
A. was to provide board and lodging. The bargain was steuck 
and the really good Persian cat was bought for 30s. A suit- 
able house and gee were procured at the expense of 25s. 
Puss lived happily at Miss A.’s expense for eighteen weeks and 
then his merits were put to the proof. Apparently the ladies had 

ot a good thing. Roy was entered in their joint names for the 

ational Cat Club Show at the Orystal Palace and won several 
— including a championship medal. But success bred 

isputes. Miss B. now alleged that the cat was all her own, and 
of course the pri too. Miss A. rested upon the true 
meaning of the partnership arrangement. The National Cat 
Club committee very wisely confined themselves to the 
form of entry. The entry was joint and the cat and 
the prizes were joint likewise. But Miss B. carried Roy 
off to a Brighton show where the National Cat Club was 
unknown, and this time the entry was made in her name alone. 
Prizes were again won, and were secured by Miss B. for her 
sole and separate use. But they haye not been free from the 
claim of A. The law has been invoked, and Mr. Justice 
Sriecinc has held the scales of justice with unbiassed hand. He 
has decreed in favour of a partnership both in the cat and in 
the prizes. Only one element apparently was wanting to the 
solemnity of the trial; we do not gather that Roy himself was 
produced. His present value is variously estimated at £20 and 
£100. In future shows he will certainly deserve dome extra 
marks for his contribution to the science of law. re 





Tue pecision of the Queen’s Bench Division in Re Stevens, 
| Ex parte The Board of Trade (ante,.p, 703) should cheok:the 
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well-meaning, but ill-advised, efforts of some county court 
judges to mitigate the severity of the law by what may be 
termed judicial legislation. In the case under consideration a 
bankrupt who had been convicted of frauds under sections 14 
and 15 of the Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c, 62) and had 
undergone a sentence of six months’ imprisonment in respect 
thereof, and whose assets were under 103. in the £, obtained 
his discharge in the county court, without any ‘special 
reasons”’ for such leniency being alleged in the judgment or 
order of discharge, though it is provided by the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890, that, under such circumstances as those above 
mentioned, the court shall refuse the discharge ‘‘wnless for 
special reasons the court otherwise determines” (section 8 (2) ). 
This decision has now been reversed, the Divisional Court 
holding that the facts relied upon by the county court judge as 
warranting bis exercise of clemency—namely, that the jury who 
had convicted the bankrupt of frauds had recommended him to 
mercy, and that he (the bankrupt) was a young man and had 
suffered for his misdemeanours by imprisonment—did not 
constitute ‘‘special reasons” within the above enactment, 
which, moreover, it was held, required in all such cases 
as that under consideration that the facts constituting the 
‘‘special reasons” should be definitely set forth in the judgment 
end also in the order of discharge. In this connection, we 
would respectfully protest against the mode of administering 
the Debtors Act, 1869, adopted by some county court judges, 
who, it seems, on principle, invariably refuse to commit the 
debtor in respect of a judgment debt, however ample his means 
of payment may be. Fortunately, however, the majority of the 
county court judgesdo not act in this way, but regard the 
Debtors Act, 1869, asastatute to be firmly, though benevo- 
lently, administered, recognizing, no doubt, that, should its penal 
provisions, through a mistaken philanthropy, ever be reduced 
toa dead letter, the working classes will be the first to suffer, 
as they will no longer readily obtain credit, but be required to 
make cash payments even for the necessaries of life. 


Tue case of Re Piercy, Whitwham v. Piercy (reported else- 
where) has resulted in a curious conflict between English and 
Italian law. Mr. Justice Norru has found as a fact what the 
Italian law on the subject is. An Italian court has had the 
temerity to disagree with him. Tho unfortunate heir-at-law, 
however, although resident in Italy, is directed by Mr. Justice 
Nortu to consent tothe judgment of the Court of Appeal of 
Cagliari being reversed. If he does not comply, it will be 
curious to see if an English court can force its interpretation of 
Italian law upon a resident in Italy. Will the Italian court 
carry the matter further by committing the receiver appointed 
by the English court ? 


THE MERGER OF CHARGES, 

The recent case of Liguidation Estates Co. v. Willoughby (46 
W. R. 589) in the House of Lords has an important bearing 
upon the doctrine of the merger of charges, and though the 
oiten-criticized rule enunciated in Zuulmin v. Steere (3 Mer. 210) 
did not directly come in question, it seems safe to assume that it 
cannot now be treated as correct. In general the question 
whether a merger is effected whena charge upon property vests 
in the owner of the property does not depend upon any technical 
considerations. Technically the charge should be kept alive by 
having it assigned to a trustee for the owner of the property, 
but this is by no means necessary. Whatever might formerly 
be the result at law, equity decided according to the intention 
of the parties, whether expressed or presumed, and in this 
matter the rule of equity now prevails for a)l purposes. 

Primd facie, when a charge vests in the owner of the property 
subject to the charge, it is merged, either upon the ground that 
the owner has no use for a charge upon his estate (Forbes v. 
Moffatt, 18 Ves. 390), cr for the purpose of simplifying the title 
(Donisthorpe v. Porter, 2 Elen 162). But this result does not 
follow where the owner of the property has a limited interest 
in it other than an estate tail. Where, for instance, the tenant 


for life of land pays off a charge upon the land the presumption 





is that he intends to keep it alive for his own benefit, and not 
to merge it in the fee for the benefit of the remainderman; 
Burrell vy. Earl of Egremont (7 Beav., p. 232). And even where the 
person paying off the charge is absolute owner of the property, 
the presumption in favour of merger gives place to an actual 
or implied expression of intention. Where there is an actual 
expression of inteation, no difficulty arises, and even though an 
intention has pot been directly expressed, it may be possible to 
deduce it from the surrounding circumstances. But the law 
goes further than this in favour of the owner of the property, 
and, even though no specific intention is apparent, it will impute 
to the owner of the property an intention to do what was most 
for his benefit. ‘‘ Where,” it was said in Forbes v. Moffatt 
(supra), ‘‘no intention is expressed, or the party is incapable of 
expressing any, the court considers what is most advantageous 
to him.” 

Upon the law as thus stated an exception seemed to be 
grafted by the case of Zoulmin v. Steere. Where an estate ig 
subject to successive charges, and the equity of redemption and 
the first charge become vested in the same person, it is obviously 
for the advantage of such pergon that the first charge should be 
kept alive. If, however, it is the original mortgagor who pays 
off the first charge, it would be unjust to allow him to keep it 
alive against his own creditors. ‘‘The general principle,’’ said 
Lord Cranwortn, L.C, in Otter v. Vaux (6 D. M. & G., p. 642), 
‘‘that a mortgagor cannot set up against his own inoun bea 
any other aa, onthe created by himself is a proposition that, 
I think, has never been controverted.”” But Zoulmin v. Steere 
carried the principle farther than this, and extended it to a 
purchaser of the equity of redemption from the mortgagor, 
One purchasing an equity of redemption, it was said, cannot set 
up a prior mortgage of his own, nor consequently a mortgage 
which he has got in, against subsequent incumbrancers of which 
he had notice. 

Taking this proposition literally, it implies that the purchaser 
of an equity of redemption cannot, even by an actual expression 
of intention, keep alive a charge which he gets io, but to this 
extent the case has not been accepted as correct, and it is well 
settled that the purchaser of an equity of redemption can keep 
alive a charge by an expression of an intention to that effect, 
and that Zoulmin v. Steere, if it applies at all, applies only where 
such expression is not to be found. ‘‘The intention,’ said 
JessEL, M.R., in Adams v. Angell (5 Oh. D., p. 646), ‘if ex- 
pressad, governs the case, but if no intention is expressed, then 
Toulmin v. Steere says that the incumbrance which is paid off is 
merged, and the subsequent iacumbrancers let in.” The same 
case shews that the intention to keep alive the charge need not 
be expressed in so many words; it is sufficient if it can be 
collected from the circumstances attending the transaction. 

The case of Adams v. Angell having qualified the rule in Zoul- 
min v. Steere to this extent, it remains to consider whether a 
specific intention, either expressed or evidenced by circum- 
stances, is necessary in order to keep alive the charge, or 
whether, as in other cases, the court will not impute to the 
person paying off the charge an intention to do what is most 
advantageous to him. The judgment of Lord Macnacuren in 
Thorne vy. Cann (1895, A. U., p. 18), without expressly pur- 
porting to overrule Zoulmin v. Steere, appears to carry the law as 
far as this. ‘‘Nothivg,” said the learned lord, ‘is better 
settled than this, that when the owner of an estate pays charges 
which he is not personally liable to pay, the question whether 
those charges are to be considered as extinguished, or as kept 
alive for his benefit, is simply a question of intention. You 
may find the intention in the deed, or you may find it in the 
circumstances attending the transaction, or you may presume an 
intention from considering whether it is or is not for his benefit 
that the charge should be kept on foot.” There is nothing im 
this statement to distinguish whether tke owner of the estate is 
or is not the purchaser of the equity of redemption, and, ind 
its most obvious application is to the case where he is suchs 
purchaser. It is admitted that the original mortgagor cannot 
set up against subsequent isccumbrancers a charge which he 
himself pays off, and the mortgagor being thus excluded, the 
passage points at a purchaser from the mortgagor. 

Accordingly, when Liquidation Estates Co. v. Willoughby was 
before the Court of Appeal (44 W. R, 612) Livozey, LJ, 
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stated the law in a form which virtually overruled Zoulmin v. 
Steere. ‘Having regard,” he said, “to Thorne v. Cann, it is 

rhaps now sefe to go a little further than Adams v. Angell, and 
to say that where a purchaser of a property pays off a charge on 
it without shewing an intention to keep it alive, still, if its 
continuance as an existing charge is beneficial to him, it will bo 
treated in equity as subsisting, unless an intention to the 
contrary can be inferred from the terms of the purchase deed, 
or froia other legitimate evidence.” Thus the necessity for any 
specific intention to keep the charge alive is clearly set aside, 
and the general rule is applied that, in the absence of evidence 
of intention, the court will impute to the party such intention 
as is most for his advantage. 

The facts in Liquidation Estates Co. v. Willoughby were com- 
plicated, and in the result the House of Lords held that the 
purchasers took only a transfer of chargee, and not the equity 
of redemption in the property together with thecharges. Hence 
there could be no question of merger. But had the question 
arisen it seems that no difficulty would have been felt in fixing 
the rights of the purchasers of the charges in accordance with 
what would be most for their advantage. ‘‘I can understand,” 
said Lord MacnacnuTen, ‘‘the owner of an estate preferring to 
have it discharged from an incumbrance though the incum- 
brance be his own property; but I cannot understand a person 
entitled to several charges in a money fund, which must rank in 
priority according to the date of notice, sweeping away the 
earlier charges and trusting to the last, though it might seem 
large enough to exhaust the fund and though there might be 
apparently nothing behind it.” Stripped of its references to 
the particular circumstances of the case, this passage means that 
where, ina question of merger, one course will be obviously to 
the advantage of a person getting in acharge, an intention to 
adopt that course will be attributed to him, and such intention 
will, if necessary, prevent any merger of the charge. Similarly 
Lord Herscuet observed that, if it was ne to hold that 
the charge was kept alive under the conveyance, the fact that it 
would be obviously for the benefit of the purchaser to keep it 
alive would be ample reason for so holding. Although the rule 
laid down in Zoulmin v. Steere has not been formally overruled, 
it would seem that there is very little of it left. 
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The Lord Ohief Justice has given permission for his court to be used for 
the’weekly sittings in open court during the long vacation, it being the 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
* PRACTISING”? IN LONDON. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I enclose you copy of a correspondence which I have had 
with the Secretary to the Incorporated Law Society relative to the 
' rights of a country solicitor to transact certain business in London 
without having a town certificate. 

You will observe that the Council express the opinion that a 
country solicitor is not at liberty to instruct counsel direct from the 
country to, say, oppose an appeal from the omy court, and to 
attend in conference, and at the trial, and to charge for such services, 
unless he employs a London agent. 

I have always been under the impression that it is a solicitor’s duty 
to conduct litigation with as little exp2nse as possible to his client, 
and in the case I have put forward it seems to me that instructing 
agents to deliver the brief to counsel, and to be present at the 
conference and to attend at court, is an expense from which the client 
derives no benefit whatever. 

I quite with the Council that the relative rights of town and 
country solicitors should be preserved, and that the entry of the 
appeal, filing of affidavits, and similar steps, which require a constant 
attendance at the courts, should be done through agents, but I fail to 
see that the transmission of the brief direct to counsel is any more 
practising than sending instructions direct to a conveyancing counsel 
to settle a deed. 

The whole point, to my mind, depends on the interpretation of the 
word ‘‘ practising,” and in the case of the subpoena which gave rise 
to the enclosed correspondence I am still of opinion that I was 
legally entitled to issue it. 

If you can find room in your paper, and you think the matter is of 
sufficient importance to the profession, I should be glad if you would 
publish the correspondence so that the question can be ventilated. 

13, nanan ~ — Yarmouth, WALTER JOSEPH. 

ug. 6. 


[The following is the correspondence referred to. ] 
Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.0., 
5th July, 1898. 

Dear Sir,—I am desired to inform you that the Council’s attention has 
been drawn to a Crown ce subpoena, dated 11th June last, upon which 
your name appears as the colicitor for the defendart in the case of The 
Queen v. J. W. Briston. 

The Council observe that your practising certificate does not entitle you 
to practise in London, and they feel before considering the matter it is 
due to you as a member of the society to afford you an opportunity of 
explaining, if you wish it, the circumstances under which you came to 
iseue the subpoena in question. _ 

An early answer will oblige.— Yours faithfully, 

8. P. B. Bucknit1t, Assistant Secretary. 

H. Chamberlin, Eeq., Solicitor, Great Yarmouth. ; 


13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth, 
7th July, 1898. 

Dear Sir,~-Mr. Chamberlin has shewn me your letter to bim of the 
5th inst., and as I am responsible for the issue of the subpmna referred to 
by you, and Mr. Chamberlin has no personal knowledge of the circum- 
stances under which it was issued, you will doubtless agree that it will be 
better for me to ay to your letter. 

I would first explain my a in the matter. For the pst two years 
I have acted as managing clerk to Mr. Chamberlin and during that time 
I have taken out a country certificate, before then I held a town certificate, 
and I have been a member of the society since my admissior. 
I had the sole conduct of Mr. Briston’s defence, and it being necessary 
to have the evidence of London witnesses, I was instructed by Mr. Briston 
to accompany him to London for the purpose of obtaining +uch evidence. 
I went to town by the mornirg train on Saturday, the 11th of June, 
arriving at Liverpool-street at 11.35. ‘The courts closing early in conse- 
uence of it being Saturday, I went there first to issue a subpcona, as I 
eared there might not be time after seeing the witnesses and taking tho 
evidence to get to the courts before they clozed. I may say the witnesse: 
were to be seen at Smithfield. I duly filled up the subpaa, indorsinz it 
with Mr. Chamberlin’s name, when the clerk in the Crown Office to whom 
I presented it for sealing raised the point as to my right to issue it in the 
name only of a country solicitor, he contending, as I gather from your 
letter the Council also does, that issuing a subpenais ‘* practising”’ in 
London. I replied that ‘‘ practising” meant a general practising and 
did not apply to an isolated instance. I put to him what seemed to me 
the parallel case of my journey to town and taking the evidence of wit- 
nesses, for which I should undoubtedly charge my client, and I asked, if 
his contention were correct, was not that equally practising? I also put 
to him the instance of my attending a trial in London, conference with 
counsel, &c., all of which would be duly cha against the client, and 
which I have never yet heard ire to hold a town certifi - 
cate. The clerk said that if I to add the name of Mr. Chamberlin’s 
ent on the writ he would issue it, but I declined to do so because his 
objection did not reem to me to bea valid one. He then raid that if I 
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represent tke facts to the society, to which I told him I should be only 
too willing, as 1 thought it would be in the interests of country eolicitors 
to obtain a ruling on the point. I explained that I was not Mr. Cham- 
berlin, and I furnished my name and address and offered to inform the 
society myself of the facts if the clerk wished. You will thus see that I 
made no secret about my certificate, and till the clerk raised the poiat I 
must confess it had never occurred to me that I was not entitled to issue 
the subpoena. 7 

I believe the question was raised not very long back when a solicitor 
from Eseex appeared before one of the metropolitan police magistrates, I 
think it was at North London, ani Mr. D. A. Romain objected to his 
being heard as he did not hold a London certificate. If my recollection 
be correct the magistrate, after consideration, ruled the solicitor was 
entitled, notwithstanding his country certificate, to be heard, aud I have 
an idea that some comment on the case was made in the Law Times, but I 
am unable to come across it. : 

I should be very sorry to do anything that may offend against the 
etiquette of our profession ; but in this instance, with all deference to the 
Council, I cannot eee that I have done anything to call for censure. 

I can only assume from your letter that the society entertains the 
opposite view. If so, may I suggest that advantage be taken of the 
opportunity now afforded to obtain, by means of a friendly case, a legal 
decision on the point, affecting as it does the whole body of country 
solicitors.—I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, WALTER JOSEPH. 

8. P. B. Bucknill, Esq., Assistant Secretary, Incorporated Law Society. 

P.S.—Since writing this I have come across the comment on the police- 
court case. It is to be found in the Law Times for the 20th of November, 
1897, at p. 65, and it is further commented on in the same paper for 
the 27th of November, at p. 78. 


Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
8th July, 1898. 
Be Briston. 


Dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 7th 
inst., which will be brought before the Council.— Yours faithfully, 
E. W. Witutamson, Secretary. 
Walter Joseph, Esq., 13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth. 


Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
15th July, 1898. 


Dear Sir,—The Council have considered your letter of the 7th inst. 

I am to state in reply that, in the opinion of the Council, a country 
eolicitor who has not paid the higher rate of duty on his practising 
certificate has no 1ight to issue a Crown Office subpona without em- 
ploying a London agent, and in acting as you did they think you were 
clearly mistaken in the view you took. 

The Council hope that upon this expression of their opinion you will 
discontinue the adoption of a like course in future.—I am, dear sir, yours 
faithfully, E. W. Wittiamson, Secretary. 

Walter Joseph, Esq., 13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth. 


13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth, 
16th July, 1898. 

Dear Sir,—I have your letter of yesterday, and note the Council’s 
opinion. I am sorry I am not told the grounds on which it is based, as 

thout knowing them I have no reason to alter my views on the matter, 
and, moreover, it leaves me in a state of uncertainty as to what is and 
what is not ‘‘ practising ’’ in London. 

Am I precluded from travelling to London aad receiving instructions 
from a client there and charging for my visit to town and advice? AmI 
also precluded from instructing counsel direct from the country without 
the intervention of London agent, say, on an appeal from the county 
court, and from attending him in conference, and on the hearing of the 
appeal, and charging my client for such services ? 

think you will agree that it is desirable that country solicitors should 
have come opinion from the Council on such an important point, and I 
should esteem it a favour if you would kindly bring this letter before the 
Council, and ask them if they will consider my question, and let me have 
a further answer.—I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, WALTER JOSEPH. 
E. W. Williamson, Esq., Secretary, Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London. 


Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
27th July, 1898. 
Re Briston. 

Dear Sir,— With reference to your further letter, dated the 16th iust., I 
am directed to state that the ground upon which the Council’s opinion is 
based is that the work was transacted in the High Court in London. In 
this opinion the Master of the Crown Office concurs. 

The Council do not desire, under the circumstances, to attach any 
blame to you for acting as you did; but it is important to preserve the 
relative rights of town and country solicitors. 


There are, of course, many matters which a country solicitor ma 
transact in London, including non-contentious business; but, speaking 
ow. and without intending to do so exhaustively, business in the 

igh Court (including the appeal to which your letter refers) should be 
transacted through a London agent.—I am, yours faithfully, 

8. P. B. Bucxnri1, Assistant Secretary. 


13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth, 
28th July, 1898] 
Re Briston. 

Dear Sir,—I am obliged for your letter of yesterday. 

I quite agree that the relative rights of town and country solicitor 
should be preserved, but I venture to think that in the views expressed 
by the Council they have rather overlooked the rights of country solicitors, 
who are undoubtedly entitled to as much consideration as town 
eolicitors. 

As the matter is of general interest to the profession, I propose sendi 
a copy of the correspondence to the legal journals, co that if they thinkit 
of sufficient importance it can be published with a view of obtaining a 
general opinion of the profession on the point.—I am, yours faithfully, 

Wa rer JoseEpa, 

8. P. B. Bucknill, E:q., Assistant Secretary, Incorporated Law Society, 

Chancery-lane, London. ; 


Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
29th July, 1898, 
Briston. 


Dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 28th 


inst.— Yours faithfully, E. W. Wiuramson, Secretary, 
Walter Joseph, E:q., 13, Queen-street, Great Yarmouth. 
CASES OF THE WEEK. A 
Court of Appeal. 


THE WEST LONDON SYNDICATE (LIM.) v. THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
INLAND REVENUE. No.1, 14thand 15th July and 5th August. 


Revenvue—Sramp—ConveEyANce ON SALE—AGREEMENT FOR SALE—Ap 
VatoremM Dutry—Leasenoup Intergst In Licensep Hovse—Goopwitt— 
** Lecat ox Equitante Transrer ’’—Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vier. ¢, 
39), 8s 59, suB-sgcTron 1. 


Appeal from Grantham and Channell, JJ. (see 42 Soxicrrors’ Jovanat, 
133). Case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue pursuant to 
54 & 55 Vict. c. 39,8. 13. An instrument was presented to the Com- 
missioners on behalf of the West London Syndicate under the provisions 
of section 12 of the Stamp Act, 1891, for their opinion as to the stamp 
duty with which the instrument was chargeable. This instrument was an 
agreement under seal for the sale by Percy Thorne (thereinafter called 
‘*the vendor ’’) to the syndicate of, firat, the goodwill of the business of 
a hotel proprietor and licensed victualler carried on by the vendor at 
Fischer’s Hotel, Clifford-street, New Bond-street;,, and the full benefit of 
the victualler’s and other licences, and of all contracts, engagements, and 
privileges to which the vendor was entitled in relation thereto ; secondly, 
the lease of the hotel and premises, and his right, title, and interest 
therein, subject to the yearly rent of £964, together with the policy of 
insurance against fire then subsisting upon the premises ; thirdly, all the 
household furniture, fixtures, fittings, and other effects (other than stock- 
in-trade) in and upon the premises belonging to the vendor, and the 
benefit of the policy of insurance against fire then subsisting therein; 
fourthly, the stock-in-trade to which the vendor was on the 17th of 
emnedion then last part entitled; fifthly, all cash in hand and at the 
bank to which the vendor was entitled at the aforesaid date ; sixthly, all 
the book and other debts due to him, the vendor, in connection with the 
business. By clause 2 of the agreement it was provided that the con- 
sideration for the sale should be the discharge by the syndicate of the 
debts and liabilities of the vendor due and owing by him at the aforesaid 
date in relation to the business, and the sum of £4,250, of which 
£1,462 16s. 3d. was the apportioned consideration for the furniture, 
stock-in-trade, and cash. By clause 3 it was provided that the vendor 
should shew a good title to the leasehold premises and assign to the 
syndicate or their assigns the lease thereof and the goodwill of the busi- 
ness. By clause 6 it was provided that in the event of the consent of the 
landlords to the assignment of the leasehold premises not being obtained 
the vendor should, at the option of the syndicate, execute a declaration 
of trust of the premises in their favour. The consent of the landlord not 
having been obtained, a declaration of trust was executed in favour of the 
purchasers. The commissioners were informed that the amount of 
and liabilities forming part of the consideration under clause 2 was the 
sum of £1,335 8s. 4d., and that the purchase consideration was there- 
fore that amount plus £4,250—namely, £5,585 88. 4d., and that this total 
sum was arrived at as follows: For lease and goodwill, £4,085 8s. 4d.; 
household furniture, &c., £1,260; stock-in-trade, £100; cash at bank, 
£102 16s. 3d. ; book debts, £37 3s. 9d. ; total, £5,585 8s.4d. They were 
also informed that it was impossible to sever the goodwill from the lease 
because the goodwill was of no value, as it could not exist apart from the 
lease, but that without a covenant restricting the vendor from carrying 
on business the lease would be of less value by £400 to £500. The com- 
missioners called for the production of any assignment of the leasehold 
premises which might have been executed, and the aforesaid declaration 
of trust bearing date the 21st of March, 1895, by which the equitable 
interest in the leasehold premises became vested in the syndicate, was 
produced. No part of the consideration was expressed by the declaration 
of trust as being apportioned to the leasehold premises, and that deed was 
not stamped with ad valorem duty on £4,085 8s. 4d., but was stam 
only with the fixed duty of 10s. The commissioners were of opinion t 
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consideration had been expressed by the declaration of trust to be appor- 
tioned to the leasehold premises so as to make that instrument ch ble 
according to its terms with ad valorem duty as a conveyance on tale, the 
whole consideration, except the sum of £1,462 16s. 3d., apportioned by 
clause 2 of the agreement as the consideration for the furniture, stock-in- 
trade, and cash, was to be regarded as applicable to the other poy 
sold under the agreement, and that the instrument was chargeable under 
section 59, sub-section 1, of the Stamp Act, 1891, with ad valorem convey- 
ance duty on £5,585 8s. 4d., less the sum of £1,462 16s. 3d., making the net 
gum of £4,12212s.1d. They accordingly assessed the ad valorem stamp duty 
of £20 15s. upon the agreement, being the ad valorem duty of 5s. for every 
$50 of the sum of £4,122 12s. 1d. payable under the head ‘‘ Conveyance 

or Transfer on Sale”’ in the First Schedule of the Stamp Act, 1891; 

and they also assessed the fixed duty of 10s. in respect of the agree- 

ment for sale of the premises, furniture, stock-in-trade, and cash. 

The instrument was stamped accordingly. The questions for the 

opinion of the Divisional Court were—(1) whether the instrument 

was chargeable with the ad valorem duty of £20 15s.; (2) if not, with 
what amount of ad valorem duty the instrument was chargeable. The 
court held that the agreement was not an agreement for the sale 

of an equitable interest in property within the meaning of section 59, 

sub-section 1; that, as the goodwill was incapable of being severed from 

the enjoyment of the leasehold premises, the instrument was not an 

“agreement for the sale of an estate or interest in any property except 

lands,’”’ and was therefore not liable to ad valorem duty upon that portion 

of the consideration attributed to ‘‘ lease and goodwill’’ ; and that it was 
liable to ad valorem duty upon the amount of the book debts only. From 
this decision the Commissioners of Inland Revenue now appealed. 

Tue Court (A. L. Surrn, Ricny, and Vaveuan Witurams, L JJ.) took 
time to consider their judgment. On the 5th of August the court 
(Yavcnan Wiuu1ams, L.J., dissenting) allowed the appeal. 

A. L. Surru, L.J., in the course of a written judgment, said the first 

uestion was, taking the instrument of the 19th of March, 1895, by itself, 

dia the option given by clause 6 to the purchasers to take a declaration of 
trust, if so minded, instead of a conveyance of a legul interest, constitute 
a contract or agreement for the sale of an equitable estate or interest in 
any property whatsoever? Apart from that option, the document was a 
contract to convey a legal and not an equitable interest. To constitute a 
contract or agreement within the meaning of section 59 there must be 
correlative obligations on each side--on the one side to sell, and on the other 
to purchase ; there was here no obligation on the part of the purchasers to 
take a declaration of trust and therefore the instrument of the 19th of 
March, 1895, was not a contract or agreement for the sale of any 
equitable interest whatever within the section. The fact that at the time 
the instrument was taken to the commissioners the purchaeers had taken 
a declaration of trust did not convert the instrument into a contract or 
agreement for the eale of an equitable interest, for the question was what 
the instrument was when it was signed. The second question was 
whether the goodwill which was agreed to be sold and purc by the 
instrument was a sale of property other than land. It was clear that 
goodwill was property within the meaning of the Stamp Act (see Potter v. 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (2 W.R. 561, 10 Exch. 147)), and it was 
also clear that goodwill was not land. Goodwill therefore came within 
the express terms of section 59 as being property other than land. It was 
suggested that the goodwill here was only the enhancement of the value 
of the premises and could not exist apart from those premises; but that 
was not so. Goodwill was as capable of being sold as a separate entity 
for what it was worth as was the tenant’s interest in the lease. Here the 
parties had expressly sold the goodwill, licences, and contracts relating 
thereto, separate and apart from the lease and other entities contracted to 
be sold. ‘This goodwill was therefore clearly not land, and the con- 
ace, of the Crown was therefore right and the appeal must be 
owed. 

Ricny, L.J., also read a judgment agreeing with the above. 

Vaucuan Wiis, L J., read a judgment dissenting from the decision 
arrived at by the other Lords Justices. He was of opinion that the instru- 
ment was not a contract or agreement for the sale of any equitable estate 
or interest in any property whatsoever. It was a contract forthe sale of 


menting the duty on a conveyance of the place where the business was 
carried on. His lordship then referred to Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
v. Angus (38 W. R. 3, 23 Q. B. D. 579); Potter v. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue (2 W. R. 561, 10 Exch. 147) ; Cooper v. Metropolitan Board of Works 


(32 W. R. 709, 25 Ch. D. 472). Inthe present case, in his opinion, it was 
not the intention of the parties to sell the will as so separate 
from thehotel. The purchacers could not with or enjoy the goodwill 


The vendor had no power to sever the 
business from the hotel. There were no se te p in the contract 
for the hotel and the goodwill. He could find no fact in the present 
case from which one could infer an intention to deal with the goodwill 
separately from the hotel. Appeal allowed.—Counsgi, A. 7. Lawrence, 
Q.C., Spearman, and W. R. Smith; Sir R. BE. Webster, A.G., and Danck- 


werts, Soxicrrors, A. E. Griffiths ; Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by E. G. Srrtuwewt, Barrister-at-Law,] 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
JORDESON v. SUTTON, SOUTHCOATES, AND DRYPOOL GAS CO. 
North, J. 4th Avgast. 


Gas Comeany—Sratutory Power—Onstruction to Ancrent Licuts— 
Ricut to Support. 


The plaintiff is the owner of some cottages at Hull abutting on the 
works and premices of the gas company. The gas company are con- 
structing a very large new gasholder close up to the back of some of the 
plaintiff's cottages. The circular tank in which the defendants’ gas- 
holder is to float is constructed, but the gasholder itself is not completed. 
The plaintiff sued the gas company and also the contractors who built 
the tank for the injury done to his cottages by the subsidence of the soil 
which was admitted to be due to the excavation which was necessary for 
the construction of the tank. He charged negligence both as to the 
choice of a plan for carrying out the work and as to the carrying out of 
the plan adopted. He alleged that the subsidence was caused by the 
withdrawal of silt suspended in water from a stratam of what was known 
in the district as ‘‘ running silt,” while the defendants alleged that the 
subsidence was substantially caused by the withdrawal of water alone, so 
that on this part of the case the question of fact was whether there had 
been negligence and what was the material pone’ the contractors 
from the bottom of the trench they dug. The p also claimed an 
injunction against the gas company to restrain the erection of a gas- 
holder of such height as to obstruct access of light to the cottage windows. 
On this part of the case the question of fact arose as to what effect the 

roposed gasholder would have on the access of , to the cottages. 

he defendants insisted that as a matter of law they had a statutory 
power coupled with a duty to erect the gasholder, which, apart from 
any question, gave them the right to do what they had done and proposed 
to do, notwithstanding they might thereby injure their neighbours’ 
property. They also contended that they had a natural right to abstract 
water or silt in suspension from a hole in their own ground to the detri- 
ment of their neighbours. North, J.,on the 15th of February found as 
a fact that the gasholder when erected and inflated to the proposed 
height of 100 feet must interfere with the access of light to the cottages, 
but could not say that the plan of doing the work was improper, and 
held that it had been ekilfully carried into execution. He also held that 
subsidence was due to the abstraction not merely of underground water 
but also of silt held in suspension in the water abstracted, and reserved 
judgment on the points of law. 

August 4.—Norrn, J., held that the argument that the somgeny had 
a statutory duty to exercise its statutory powers was unsound. The com- 

ny was under no obligation to use that ular site. He granted an 
njunction against the company to restrain it from raising the gasometer 
more than sixty-eight feet, and gave £340 damages against both the 
company and the contractors.—Oounsat, Upjohn, QC., and D. Pollock ; 
Haldane, Q.C., Macnaghten, Q.C., Boome, Rawlins, Q.C., Bardswell, Heck- 
scher. Soxrcrrors, Collyer-Bristow § Co. ; Jaques § Co. 


separately from the hvtel. 








& legal interest,and the option given to the purchasers to call for a 
declaration of trust did not convert the instrument into a contract for the 
sale of an equitable estate or interest. As regards the next question, 
whether the instrument was a contract or agreement for the sale of any 
estate or interest in any property exceptipg lands, tenements, or here- 
ditaments, this depended upon whether the goodwill, which was by a 
separate clause included in that which was agreed to be sold and pur- 
chased by this instrument, was sold and purchased as land—that was, as 
something enhancing the value of the land and inseparable from it, or 
whether it was sold and purchased as property other than land. There 
could be no doubt that goodwill might be so inseparably connected with 
land-¢ g., with a particular house, as to pass under a conveyance of land 
(cee Lindley on Partnership, 6th ed., p. 441). In the present case the 
goodwill of the hotel was included in the lease, and by the terms of the 
lease the business could not be removed from the house demised without 
the landlord’s consent. The goodwill was made inseparable by the terms 
of the lease. The goodwill did not belong to the vendor so that he could 
tell it apart from the lease. It was part of the reversion of the landlord. 
Moreover the goodwill of a leasehold public-house had generally been 
treated as part of the,demised premises: Ex parte Punnett, Re Kitchen (29 
W. R. 129, 16 Ch. D. 226). That case shewed that goodwill might, for 
the purpose of conveyance, be separated from realty, and if so separated 
it would be liable to duty as property ; yet if it was not so separated it 
would be treated, on a sale of the premises where the business was carried 


| Reported by G. B. Hamritow, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ROBERTS ». HEATON. Stirling, J. 9th August. 


Lease—Pvstic-novse—Covenant By Lasseg TO Pvacnase Bask onty 
rromM Lesson—BeENErIT—WHETHER ASSIGNABLE. 


This case raised the question whether a covenant on the part of the 
lessee contained in the lease of a public-house to buy beer from the lessor 
bound the lessee to buy beer from persons to whom the benefit of such 
covenant had been expressly assigned by the lessor. By an indenture of 
underlease dated the 18th of July, 1895, and made between G. E. Cartis 
(thereinafter called the lessor) of the one part, and R. St. J. ate od (there- 
inafter called the lessee) of the other part, the messuage or dwe -house 
known as the Royal Hotel, Dawlish, in the county of Devon, was domised 
unto the lessee, his executors, administrators, from the 20th 
of June, 1895, for the term of 19 years thence next en at the rent 
during the first six years of the said term of £187 10:., oe Se 
remaining years of the said term at the rent of £197 10s., and the 
thereby covenanted with the leseor in manner following—that is to say, 
for the payment of the rent, rates, &c., and to permit lessor to enter 
and view the premises, and also “ that the said lessee, his executors, ad- 
ministrators, and assigns, will, during the said term, so long as the neces- 
licences can be obtained, use or cause the premises to be used only as 
an inn, tavern, or public-house, and that they will not carry on or suffer 





on, as something enhancing the value of the realty, and, pro tanto, aug- 


to be carried on upon any part of the eaid premises any trade or business 
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cther than that of an innkeeper and wine and spirit merchant, and will 
during the said term purchase frgm the said George Edward Curtis all beer 
whether in bottles or draught which s rought on the said premises 
for the purpose of sale and will not during the said term purchase for the 
a eg of eale any beer from any other person or persons whatsoever.”’ 

except in the covenant above set out the lessor was throughout the said 
underlease referred to as ‘‘ the lessor,’’ and his assigns were expressly 
referred to. The lease was subsequently assigned by Dwyer to a Mr. 
Shallcross, and by Skallcross to Mrs. Heaton, the defendant. At the time 
the lease was granted the caid G. E. Curtis was the owner of a brewery 
known as the ‘eign Brewery, and of the business of a brewer carried on 
at such brewery. By an indenture, dated the 14th of July, 1896, G. E. 
Curtis conveyed the said brewery and assigned the goodwill of the said 
business to J. Roberte, and by another indenture of even date Curtis 
aesigned to the said J. Roberts, his executors, administrators, and assigns, 
the said Royal Hotel subject to and with the benefit of the said under- 
lease, and the benefit of the said covenant was thereby expressly assigned. 
The plaintiffs subsequently became entitled to all the premises so assigned 
to the said J. Roberts. The plaintiffs having ascertained that the 
defendant had purcliated for the purpose of tale in the said Royal Hotel, 
and had in fact sold thereon beer from persons other than the plaintiffs, 
commenced this action against the defendant, and by the writ claimed an 
injunction to restrain the defendant from so purchasing or eelling any 
such beer, and now moved for an injunction till the trial. The said G. E. 
Curtis was still living 

Sririme, J., refused to grant the injunction and said that the question 
he had to decide was whether on the true construction of the above 
covenant the benefit of the lessee’s obligation to purchase beer off Curtis 
passed to Curtis’s assignees. In approaching the consideration of such 
a covenant there appeared to be no reason why it should be presumed to 
have a wider rather than a narrower construction. The covenant was 
free from ambiguity, and was confined to purchases from Curtis personally, 
and that view was confirmed by the context.—Counset, Jenkins, Q.C., and 
Micklem ; Upjohn, Q.9., and Ward Coldridge. Soutcrrors, Mann § Crimp, 
for 7. § J. Hutchings, Teignmouth ; Preston, Sto-v, § Preston, for Friend, 
Beal, § Tarbet, Exeter. 


[Reported by Wa. Scorr Tuompsox, Barrister-at-Law. | 


BARING GOULD v. SHARKINGTON COMBINED PICK, &c. (LIM.) AND 
THE ARBITRATION ACT, 1889. Stirling, J. 9th and 14th June, 3rd 


August. 

Compantgs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89) ss. 161, 162—Wixpinc Ur— 
Porcuase or Unpertakinc—Disse\ Trent SHAREHOLDER— ARBITRATION— 
Awarp or Umprre - Vatipity or AWAnD—ArpiTration Act, 1889 (52 & 
53 Vicr. c. 49), Frnst Scuepvue (c) (p). 

This was a summons in the action to enforce an award made under the 
following circumstances. Article 128 of the articles of association of the 
defendant company provided that if a sale or arrangement should be made 
under the Companies Act, 1862 (e. 161), the purchase-money to be paid 
for the interest of a dissentient member should be such sum of money as 
the liquidator could obtain by selling the shares, stock, or other property 
to which the disrentient member would have been entitled on the com- 
pletion of the sale or arrangement had he not expressed his dissent. In 
the autumn of 1897 a echeme was brought forward for the reconstruction 
of the company, and resolutions were paseed for a voluntary winding up. 
On the 9th of September the plaintiff dissented from these resolutions. 
On the 15th of October the liquidator entered into an agreement for the 
sale of the assets of the old company toa newcompany. The price was 
to be 24,900 fully-paid shares of tte new company which were to be 
applied for by the shareholders in the old company. On the 13th of 

ovember the plaintiff brought this action to restrain the liquidator 
parting with the assets or undertaking of the old company without 
providing for his interest under section 161. The matter was referred to 
arbitration but the company accepted the arbitration under protest. An 
umpire was appointed in the arbitration and he, on the 30th of April, 

1898, awarded the plaintiff £100 for his interest inthe company. The 

plaintiff then took out this summons which was adjourned into court to 

enable the defendants to raise the question of the validity of the award. 

Srretixc, J.—Two objections have been taken to the award, on 
behalf of the company and the liquidator: first, that the event on which 
arbitration is to take place under section 162 of the Companies Act has 
not happened; and, secondly, that the event which gives the umpire 
jurisdiction has not happened. As to the first objection, it is contended 
that article 128 constitutes an agreement within the meaning of section 
162, and that the right to arbitration is thereby excluded. Against this 
it is first raid that the agreement must be between the disputing parties 
and that these are here the dissenting shareholder and the liquidator. 
Having regard to the language of section 162 and tke decision in De Rosaz 


v. Anglo-Italian Bank (17 W. R. 728, 4 Q. B. 462), I am of opinion that | 


the disputing parties must be the shareholder and the company and not 
the shareholder and the Jiqnidator. 
constitute an agreement between the shareholders inter sz and not between 
a shareholder and the company. On the authority of Hley v. Positive 
Assurance Co. (24 W. R. 252 and 338, 1 Ex. Div. 20 and &8) and Browne 
v. L1 Trinidad (36 W. R. 289, 37 Ch. D. 1) I think this objection is well 
founded. I also think that the objection that article 128 only applies where 
the dissentient shareholder would have been entitled to ‘’ shares, stock, or 
other property ’’ on the completion of the arrangement, is well founded. 
Here, er the agreement of the 15th of October, 1897, he would only have 


been entitled to a sum of money. On these grounds I think the first 


objection taken fails. 
Schedule to the Arbitration Act, 1889, clause (c). 


The eecond turns on the construction of the First 
It is said that the 





But then it is s.il that the articles | 


arbitrators failed to make their award within three months “‘ after being 
called on to act by notice in writing.” That is made out in this way, 
On the 11th of January, 1898, notice was served on the arbitrators, requir. 
ing them to appoint an umpire. The award was not made till the 30th of 
April, 1898, and the question is whether the notice of the 11th of January 
is a notice calling on the arbitrators to act within the meaning of the 
Act. There is no decision as to the meaning of the words ‘‘ being called 
on to act by notice in writing,” but in Baker v. Stephens (15 W. R. 902, 2 
Q. B. 523) it was held that the words ‘‘ entering on the reference’’ meant 
pot merely making an appointment to hear the parties, but actually 
beginning to hear them ; and that the time for making the award should 
be reckoned not from when the arbitrator accepted the office, but from 
when he entered into the matter of the reference either with both parties 
before him or under a peremptory appointment enabling him to proceed 
ex parte. That case does not govern the present, but it throws some light 
on it. It seems to me that ‘‘ called on to act’’ means not called on to do 
some specific thing connected with the arbitration, but called on to enter 
on the substantial business of the reference. I think therefore that this 
objection is we)l founded, and that the jurisdiction of the umpire had not 
arisen.—CounseL, Buckley, Q.C., and Gore-Browne ; Mattinson, Q.C., and 
Beddall. Soutcrors, Seal; Booth §& Smee. 
[Reported by J. I. Srinuive, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re PIERCY, WHITWHAM v. PIERCY. North, J. 5th August. 


ADMINISTRATION—LAND Srrvate tN Foreign Country—Restrarnina Ap. 
PLICATION TO ForgrGn Court. 


This was a motion to restrain R. C. Piercy, the heir-at-law of the 
testator, from preventing an order of North, J., dated the 6th of Novem- 
ber, 1896, from being registered in Italy, and from taking proceedings 
inconsistent with an order dated the 9th of April, 1895, giving the plain- 
tiffs and defendants leave to apply to register the said order in Italy. A 
summons by the heir-at-law that he might be at liberty to take such 
proceedings in Italy to decide who was entitled to the immovable property 
of the testator as he might be advised had been dismissed. North, J, 
had decided (1895, 1 Ch. 83, p. 88) that ‘‘ where there is an English owner 
of money arising from the <P of land which belongs to other persons and 
is subject in their hands to Italian law, there is nothing in Italian law to 
make that money itself subject to Italian law.’’ Onthe 5th of June, 
1895, notice was given to the heir-at-law of the intention of the plaintiffs 
and defendants to apply to register the judgment of North, J., in 
Italy. The heir-at-law attended the proceedings and opposed the 
application, and the Court of Appeal in Cagliari, in the civil action of 
Piercy v. Piercy, stated that there was a difference between the English 
law and the Italian code as regards real property in Italy, and rejected the 
claim for the execution of the judgment of the High Court of Justice in 
London of the 6th of November, 1896, in the Italian territory. Bushby v. 
Mundy (5 Mad. 297), Booth v. Leycester (1 Keen 579), and Harrison v. Gur: 
(J. & W. 563) were cited in favour of the motion. For the heir-at-law it 
| ine said that he had done nothing inconsistent with the order of the 

English court, but merely defended proceedings brought against him, and 
that the cases cited were distinguishable, as in all of them the person 

restrained was plaintiff in the foreign proceedings. It would be, it was 
said, without precedent to restrain a defendant in a foreign court, against 
whom an order for costs was asked, from arguing in his own defence. 

Norts, J., however, made an order restraining the respondent from 
preventing the order of the 6th of November, 1894, from being registered 
in Italy, and from taking any proceedings or doing any act inconsistent 
with the said order, and in particular from opposing any appeal which 
may be brought by the trustees against the judgment of the Italian court. 
And he ordered the respondent to do all things that may be necessary on 
his part to effectuate the sale of the Italian land.—CounsEL, Cozens- Hardy, 
Q.C., Thompson, St. John Clerke. Sortcrrons, Field, Roscoe, § Co. ; Godden, 
Son, § Holmes. 





[Reported by G. B. Hamiton, Barrister-at-Law.]) 








High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


THE GRAND JUNCTION WATERWORKS CO. (Appellants) AND THE 
HAMPTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL (Respondents). Div. Court. 
9th and 10th August. 

Pusiic Heattu (Britpinas 1n Srreets) Act, 1888—WatTerworxks Come 
PANY—BviLping Exscrep Breyonp Ling or BvuiILpIncs IN STRERT— 
Company ny Spectra Act to pg Sunsect to Provisions or ANY GENERAL 
Act ror ‘‘Improvine THe Sanitary Conpitions or Towns ’’—Laani.ity 
or Company Unper Acr or 1888—Warterworxs Cxavses Act, 1847, 
ss. 12, 93-—Granp Juncrion Waterworks Act, 1852, s, 25—Puswic 
Hearru (Buriprncs rw Srreers) Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 52), s. 3. 
The appellants are a waterworks company constituted by an Act of 

51 Geo. 3, c. clxix., authorizing them tosupply water in certain parishes 

in London and elsewhere. By the Grand Junction Waterworks Act, 

1852, the company received additional powers to obtain a supply of 

water from the Thames at Hampton and to construct a reservoir an 

other works on a triangular of land where the roads leading 
respectively from Sunbury and Staines to Hampton join. The pro- 
| visions of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, were incorporated into the 
| Grand Junction Waterworks Act, 1852, and by section 93 of the Act of 
| 1847 it is enacted that ‘‘ nothing herein or in the special Act contained 

_ shall be deemed to exempt the undertakers from any general Act relating 

to waterworks or any Act for improving the sanitary condition of towns 

and populous districts which may be passed in the same session of Parlia- 
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ment in which the special Act is passed or any future session of Parliament ”’ 
In May the appellants were summoned upon the information of the respon- 
dents for having committed an offence under the Public Health (Buildings 
in Streets) Act, 1888, by unlawfully, without the written consent of the 
respondents, erecting part of a building—an engine-house—on their 
und at Hampton which stood beyond the front main wall of the build- 
ing on cither side thereof situated in the Upper Sunbury-road, and did 
continue to suffer the same to remain standing after written notice had 
been served on them by the respondents. The magistrates who heard the 
summons held that the appellants had committed an offence against the 
Public Health Act, 1888, in so erecting the engine-house and continuin 
it after receiving notice of the offence from the respondents, and orde 
the appellants to pay a penalty of one shilling a day and the respondents’ 
costs. The appellants then obtained this case. Counsel on behalf of the 
appellants contended that they were authorized b their special Acts to 
construct upon such portions of the lands acquired /. them under and for 
the purposes of their undertaking, as they in the exercise of their discre- 
tion thought proper, all works, including buildings for engines, as were 
necessary, and that the provisions of the Public Health Act, 1888, did not 
limit their statutory power to erect such buildings as were required to 
carry out the undertaking. Moreover, they said that the Act of 1888 was 
not an Act for improving the sanitary condition of the district, and there- 
fore they were not bound to conform to it. For the district council it 
was submitted that the Act of 1888 was an Act for improving the sanitary 
conditiin of towns within section 93 of the Act of 1847, and that the 
special powers granted the waterworks company by section 12 of the Act 
of 1847, or by section 25 of the Act of 1852, did not exempt the appellants 
from the provisions of the Act of 1888. 

Tue Court (Matnew and Kennepy, JJ.) held that the conviction was 
right, since the provisions of the Act of 1888, in their opinion, applied to 
the appellants by virtue of section 93 of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847. 
Judgment was accordingly given in favour of the district council.— 
CounsEL, Bosanguet, Q.C., Macmorran, Q.C., and R. C. Glen; H. H. Asquith, 
QC., Courthope Munroe, and W. H. Leese. Sorscrrons, Bircham § Co. ; Kent 


§ Son. 
[Reported by Ersxixve Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG. ». HOBBS. C.C. R. 6th August. 


CramanaL Law—Usine Hovss ron Berrinc—Sweerstake—Berrina Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 119), s, 1 


_ Case stated by Hawkins, J. The defendant was indicted at the Lewes 
Summer Assizes under section 1 of the Betting Act, 1853, for having used 
a public-house of which he was the occupier for the purpose of money 
being received by him as and for the consideration for promises and 
agreements to pay thereafter certain sums of money in events of and 
relating to a horse-race called the Derby Stakes. The question was 
whether the sale and receipt of the purchase-money for tickets in a sweep- 
stake by the defendant in the bar of the public-house was an offence 
under the above section. The sweepstake was to consist of a thousand 
subscriptions of 23. 6d. each, which if entirely subecribed would amount to 
£125. Of this 10 per cent. was to be deducted by the defendant for 
management expenses and the balance distributed in prizes to the 
drawers of horses, varying from £45 to the drawer of the winning horse to 
five shillings to each drawer of a horse which did not start in the race ; these 
prizes were the sums mentioned in the indictment as the subject of 
the defendant’s alleged promise to pay. The tickets were bound up in 
books, a counterfoil being attached to each. The subscriptions were 
received by the defendant and his servants in the bar of the public-house 
and a ticket was delivered to each subscriber and his name and address 
entered in the counterfoil. Before the time for the drawing of horses 
arrived the police intervened and stopped the further conduct of the 
sweepstake. In previous years the drawings had taken place in premises 
adjoining but forming no part of the public-house. The defendant was 
not to receive any part of the money except the 10 per cent. for expenses, 
which the learned judge considered was a reasonable charge, and he gave 
no guarantee or promise to pay any sum to anybody except to distribute 
the prizes in accordance with the drawings. Hawkins, z entertained a 
doubt as to whether there was any evidence to go to the jury of an offence 
under the section, but he directed them to convict with a view to stating 
this case for the opinion of the court for consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved, The latter part of section 1 of the Betting Act, 1853, makes it 
an offence for the owner or occupier of a house to open or use it for the 
purpose of any money or valuable thing being received by or on behalf of 
such owner or occupier ‘‘ as or for the consideration for any assurance, 
undertaking, promise, or agreement, express or implied, to pay or give 
thereafter any money or valuable thing on any event or contingency of 
or relating to any horse-race’’: Carlill v. The Carbolie Smoke Ball Co. 
(1892, 2 Q. B. 484), Sagar v. Stoddart (18 Oox C. ©. 165), Caminada v. 
Hulton (39 W. R. 540), and Allport v. Nutt (1 C. B. 974) were cited. 

Lord Russst, or Kitrowen, 0.J.—The learned judge at the trial 
expressed great doubt as to whether there was evidence of this offence to 
go to the jury. I think that that doubt was well founded. In my opinion 
there was no such evidence. The general importance of the case makes 
it desirable that I should state the grounds for that opinion. The 
allegation that the defendant is a publican is wholly irrelevant; the case 
— have been the same if this transaction had taken place at a club or 
elsewhere. It seems tome that what took place was a lottery, or at all 
events was not a betting transaction. When the Betting Act, 1853, was 
— there were already statutes dealing with lotteries, and betting was 
} treated as a separate subject for legislation. The Act is ‘‘an Act 
or the suppression of betting-houses”’; it recites that a kind of gaming 

sprung up by the opening of betting-houses and offices, and the 
receiving of money in advance by the owners or occupiers on their 


mises to pay money on events of horse-races and the like con 


pro tingencies 
and it then proceeds to deal with the evil so pointedout. The first clause 


of section 1 deals with a houce being or used for the purpose of 
bet with persons resorting thereto. The second clause covers cases 
in which s do not resort to the house. [His lordsbip 


read the clause above set out.] Was there any evidence that the defen- 
dant used this house for the purpose of any money being received by him 
or on his behalf as the consideration for a promise to pay money on an 
event of or relating to a horse-race? The section points to a contractual 
relation between the k of the house and the person who 
pays the money, a pro by the former that he will pay a 
sum to the latter in certain contingencies. The facts of this 
case show no such relation; all that the defendant undertook to do was 
to manage the sweepstake and efter retaining his reasonable expenses to 
distribute the out of the contributions. The who took the 
tickets created a common fund which the defendant merely received as a 
stakeholder and undertook to distribute. The clause aims at transactions 
in which a promise to pay iu a certain event is made by the who 
reccives the money, and here the defendant made no such promise. 
Again, to bring a case within the clause the “event”? on which the 
payment isto be made must be an ‘‘ event of or relating to a horse-race ”’ ; 
that was not the case here, the prizes depended on the event of the draw- 
ing, which would have been equally tive if it had taken place after 
the race had been run instead of before. bye | to the rest of the Act 
it is clear that every section of it is conversant with the gr ae of houses 
and places for the os ee This is made very clear by section 
7, which prohibits the advertising of such places. In my ee par the 
case does not fall within the letter of the Act or the cat of evils with 
which it deals, and there was no evidence of an offence under it. I must 
not be understood as eaying that the conduct of the defendant did not 
constitute an offence. I think the transaction was a lottery, but that is 
not the question which we have to consider. 

Hawxins, Matuew, Kennepy, and Biouam, JJ., concurred. Conviction 
uashed.—Counser, R. D. Muir; Horace Avory. Soxicitons, Davenport, 
ones, § Glenister ; The Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG. v. SPILSBURY. Div. Court. 8th August 


CrmuxaL Law—Commirra, unper Fvarrrve Orrgnpers Act, 1881 (44 & 
45 Vict. c. 69)—Jurispicrion to Apmit To Bar. 


Application for bail and for a writ of Aabeas corpus on behalf of Major 
Spilsbury, against whom the police magistrate at Bow-street had made 
an order under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, directing him to be sent 
to Tangier to be tried at the Consular Court there on the charge that he, 
being « British subject, did, on or about the 13th of January, 1898, on 
the Sus coast, within the territorial waters of the Empire of Morocco, in 
the steamship Tourmaline, with others to the number of three or four, 
unlawfully and riotously assemble, and riotously make an assault upon 
certain soldiers of the Sultan of Morocco by firiag on the Sultan’s ship 
Hassanic, and participate in an aseault on the boats belo: th 
and at the time manned by such soldiers. Application was made for 
an order that the trial should take place at Gibraltar instead of at 
Tangier. The facts sufficiently appear from the judgment of Lord 
Russell of Killowen, C.J. As tothe power to admit to bail, section 5 of 
the Fugitive Offenders Act was relied upon as showing that there was no 
jurisdiction to do so. That section provides that ‘‘ a fugitive when appre- 
hended shall be brought before a magistrate who . . shall hear the 
case in the same manner and have the same jurisdiction and powers, as near 
as may be (including the power to remand and admit to bail), as if the 
fugitive were charged with an offence committed within his jurisdiction. 
If the endorsed warrant for the apprehention of the fugitive is duly 
authenticated and such evidence is producedas . accorJing to the 
law ordinarily administered by the magistrate raises a strong or probable 
presumption that the fugitive committed the offence mentioned in the 
warrant, and that the offence is one to which this part of the Act applies, 
the magistrate shall commit the fugitive to prison to await his return and 
shall forthwith send a certificate of the committal, &c.”” 

Lord Rus:21t or Kittowen, O0.J.—The Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, 
has been made applicable to the dominions of the Sultan of Morocco by an 
Order in Council under section 36 of the Act. It is admitted that the 
offence charged against the defendant is one in ae of which an order 
under the Act for the return of the fugitive may be made, but it is suid 
that the evidence does not rairea ‘‘ strong or probable presumption ” 
that the defendant committed the offence. The broad facts were that the 
defendant was in charge of The Tourmaline, a vessel sent to the coast of 
Morocco by a trading syndicate. At Antwerp the defendant had pur- 
chased certain arms. e claimed to have treaties with certain inde- 
ndent tribes. Those tribes, however, were said to be within the juris- 
ction of the Sultan. Zhe Tourmaline appeared on the coast—not near 
any commercial port. Arms and tents of European manufacture were 
lauded. The tribes met the defendant and three of his companions who 
had landed. The defendant returned to the vessel, leaving the others on 
shore. Presently there ap a man-of-war belonging to the Sultan, 
which prevented access between The Tourmaline and the shore. — Fighting 
took place on the shore, and shots were fired from The Tourmaline. Ina 
letter from the defendant, which was os ee piece of evidence, he 
stated that he ordered his ship to be c these facts 


ulty that remains is this. Failing the success of the 





The question of 
application to upset the order altogether, can the court grant the defen- 
dant bail? Is the question to be considered from the point of view that 
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the defendant must show under what section of the statute the power is 
given? In other words, is the onus on the defendant to prove the 
existence of the power? Ithink not. Apart from any statute the court 
has a power to admit to bail. The matter must therefore be approached 

in this way—does the Act expressly or impliedly do away with that power? 
Nothing in it does so in express words. Does it do so by implication ? 
If it does the result would be that, though the magistrate might give bail 
during the whole of the possibly lengthened period of the inquiry and 
the court of the country to whom the fugitive was sent might give bail 
also, yet the High Court could not grant bail when once the order for 
return was made. I have come to the conclusion that unquestionably 
the court has the power to grant bail. Some difficulties have been 
suggested as to the consequences if bail were granted. Suppose a man on 
bail refused to deliver himself up, it is said there is no power to arrest 
him. Even if that were the case, the answer to the objection is that 

roceedings might be recommenced against him, and a fresh warrant 

ued on which he might be arrested. This would cause delay, but no 
insuperable difficulty. It is impossible to suppose that if the Legislature 
had intended to interfere with the ancient and well-known power of the 
court to grant bail that it would have left it to implication only. The 
power, however, is one to be exercised with extreme care and caution and 
after consideration of all the facts. The charge here is one of misdemeanour, 
but there is no right to demand bail. The order is a kind of intermediate 
order, and not like the committal by a magistrate of a prisoner to take his 
trial at assizes. The inquiry before the magistrates only began when the 
fugitive was returned. Upon the question whether in the exercise 
of the court’s discretion bail should be granted or not, I have 
come to the conclusion, not without considerable doubt, that in 
this case the court ought not to grant bail; it will largely 
depend on the defendant himself how soon he shall return; 
doubtless if the defendant applies for an early removal it will be granted 
to him. The only remaining point was whether ie trial should take 
place at Gibraltar instead of Tangier. It is not only within the com- 
petence, but also within the duty of the court, if there are reasons which 
ought to operate on them judicially for the trial taking place at Gibraltar, 
to give effect to them. (His lordship then reviewed the evidence as to 
the danger to the defendant of the trial taking place at Tangier, and 
ordered that it should take place at Gibraltar. ] 

Waricut, J., concurred, and added that the decision that the court had 
power to grant bail in a cass under the Fugitive Offenders Act would not 
apply to cases under the Extradition Acts in which the words of the 
treaty with the foreign power bad to be considered. 

Kensezpy, J., concurred.—Covunsrt, Cohen, Q.C., and Ellis Grifith; Sir 
R. E. Webster, AG., Henry Sutton, and Bodkin. Soxtctrors, Hollams, Son, 
Coward, $§ Hawksley ; The Treasury Solicitor. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re FUBBER, Fx parte C. 8. WATKINS. Kekewich, J. 4th August. 


Sorictror— Mortcace or Prersonatty—Costs AccoRDING TO THE ScaALE— 
Soricrrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44.& 45 Vict. c. 44), GENERAL 
Orver, Scuepure I., Parr I. 


This was a summons by a mortgagor's solicitor to review the taxing- 
master’s certificate, whereby the solicitor had been disallowed certain costs 
relating to the negotiation of several mortgages and charged according to 
the scale in Schedule I , Part I, of the General Order to the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881. The mortgage security consisted of a rever- 
tionary interest under certain wills (being in part; at any rate, an 
interest in personalty), and of a fund in court, and the mortgagor’s 
solicitor having procured the required advances from certain of his 
own clients, charged the mortgagor with costs for negotiation ac- 
cording to the ecale in Schedule I. The taxing-master disallowed these 
costs, on the ground that the mortgage recurity did not consist exclusively 
of ‘* freehold, copyhold, or leasehold”’ property. On behalf of the eolici- 
tor it was contended that the ‘‘ negotiation’’ of the loan was not confined 
to a loan the security for which consisted exclusively of ‘‘ freehold, copy- 
keld, or leasehold,’’ but referred to any kind of security, and that because 
tke scale fee for deducing at d investigating title was restricted to cases of 
‘* freehold, copyhold, or leasehold’ property, it did not follow that the 
fve for *‘ negotiating a loan ’’ was similarly restricted. 

KeExewicn, J., held that the solicitor was entitled to charge the ecale 
fee for negotiating the loans, notwithstanding that the mortgages were 
not exclusively of ‘‘ freehold, copyhold, or leasehold’’ property, and re- 
mitted the matter to the taxing-master accordingly.—Covunsg1, P. 0. 
Laurence, Q.C., end G. Henderson; Warringtcn, Q.C., and Stewart Smith. 
Souicrrorns, R. Furber ; Mear & Fowler. 


[Reported by R. J. A. Monrnisoy, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re A SOLICITOR. Q. B. Div. 6th August. 


Sco1icrror—Orper ror Svspenston—Rectirication—Option as TO Date 
or Suspension. 


This was a motion on behalf of a solicitor to rectify an order made by 
tke Divisional Court on the 3rd of August, 1896, suspending the certificate 
of the eolicitor fortwo yeare. The court who made the order directed that 
it ehould lie in the office for three monthe, or for a shorter period should 
the solicitor so desire, in order to give him time to complete matters of 
business then in his office. The solicitor, through his counsel, at the time 
the order was made, intimated that he would avail himself of the indulgence 





| 





to the full extent of three months. The order was accordingly drawn up 
and the 3rd of November, 1896, was inserted as the date when the 
suspension began. On the 19th of September, 1896, the solicitor wrote to 
the officer of the court to say that, having completed his business, he 
desired that the order should take effect from the 2lst of September, 
The order was not however altered. The solicitor now applied to the 
Lord Chief Justice to rectify the order by making the suspension extend 
from the 21st of September, 1896, to the 21st of September, 1898, instead 
of from the 3rd of November, 1896, to the 3rd of November, 1898. On 
behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, who opposed the motion, it was 
contended that the solicitor, having once exercised the option given to 
him, could not afterwards claim to exercise the option in a different 
way. 

Lord Russgxu or Kitiowen, C.J., dismissed the motion.—Covunsz1, ¢, 
E. Jones ; Frank Phillips. 

[Reported by C. G. Wiipranam, Barrister-at-Law.} 


SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS, 


8 August—Wituiam Burrron Norns. 
8 August—James Suaw (9, Fold-street, Bolton). 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 10th inst., Mr. Sidney Smith in the chair. A sum of £771 103. was 
distributed in grants of relief, six new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business transacted. 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Davin Gray Beco, barrister-at-law, died on the 22nd ult. from the 
effects of an accident. On the morning of Tuesday, the 19th ult., Mr. 
Begg was in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and was about to turn the corner of 
Portugal-street, when he suddenly fell. Several bystanders ran to his 
assistance, and he was taken to the hospital, where Dr. Kenneth de 
Risley Brown found that he had fractured the neck of one of his hip 
bones. On the following Friday death took place quite unexpectedly. 
Mr. Begg was a son of the Rev. Alexander Begg, of Fraserburgh, in 
Aberdeenshire, and was educated at the King’s College and University 
in Aberdeen, where he gained a bursary and other distinctions, but in 
consequence of the death of his father he was obliged to leave the 
university without taking any degree. He then entered a solicitor’s office, 
and eventually by his own exertions found means to be called to the bar 
in 1859. He practised as an equity draftsman aud conveyancer with 
considerable success, and was esteemed for the soundness of his judgment 
and for his careful and accurate style of draftsmansbip, which he had 
acquired as a pupil of the celebrated conveyancer, Mr. Charles Davidson. 
In 1871 the then Solicitor of the Treasury, Mr. John Gray, Q.C., made an 
unsolicited effort to get him appointed conveyancing counsel to the 
Treasury; but the Attorney-General, Sir Robert Collier, preferred t» 
give that appointment to his own son. Mr. Begg was twice married, and 
leaves a widow aad ceveral children. 

Mr. E. M. Wave tt, J.P., solicitor, of Halifax, died on Wednesday week, 
at the age of ninety years. He was admitted in 1830, and was, it is believed, 
the oldest practising provincial solicitor. He was Town Olerk of Halifax 
from April, 1849 (the year after incorporation), until 1864, but relin- 
guished that office, after holding it for twenty years, when the demands of 
his practice became too great for him to retain it. He then took into 
partnership Mr. Philbrick, Mr. Foster, and his son Captain Wavell, all of 
whom he has outlived. Now the style of the firm is Messrs. Wavell, 
Kerr, & Kerr. Though so far advanced in years, Mr. Wavell up to 
quite recently was closely identified with the business, and the remark- 
able insight and faithful memory he shewed were evidences that his 
faculties were unimpaired. He had built up a large practice, and in his 
younger days had briefed, when they were barristers, nearly all those who 
are now her Majesty’s judges. He was made a justice of the peace in 1878. 
He was one of the original guarantors of the Yorkshire Penny Bank, 
and was the firct president of the Helifax Incorporated Law Society. Mr. 
Wavell’s disposition, says a local newspaper, was of the most genial type, 
and he had a happy knack of recalling interesting reminiscences of former 
daye. When he completed his ninety years last September, he received 


la very large number of letters and telegrams of congratulation from 


many different parts of the kingdom. Mr. Wavell leaves one son 
three daughters, besides numerous grandchildren and greatgrandchildren. 


‘ 





APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. A. O. Davies, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Moore & Davies, of 
4, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner to Administer Oaths. 

Mr. Joun Danny, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Colebourn, Allen, & 
Darby, of Wolverhampton, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
Administer Oaths. 
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Mr. Inpenwice, Q.C., has been elected Chairman of the Inns of Court 
Bar Library Committee at the Royal Courts of Justice, in succession to 
Mr. Napier Higgins, Q.C., resigned. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
DissoLvTions. 

Georce Horace Davin Curtton and ALrrep Green-ArmyTaGp, solicitors 
(Chilton & Green-Armytage), Bristol. July 14. 
Epwarp Roxert Carr and Frepertck Wirittam Marty, solicitors (Carr 
& Martin), 11 and 12, Great Tower-street, London. July 30. 
Joun Garrett Morten, Cuartes Ricnarp CcTisr, Joun Garrertr 
Morten, jun., and Wrii1AM James Bravuey, solicitors (Morten, Catler, & 
Co.), 99, Newgate-street, London, so far as regards the said Charles 
Richard Cutler. July 1. [Gazette, Aug. 5. 





GENERAL, 


The death is announced of Mr. Charles James Manning, Chief Judge in 
Equity of the Supreme Court of New South Weles. Mr. Manning, was 
called to the bar in November, 1865. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Gedge asked the Attorney- 
General whether the Order in Council made under the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, on the 18th of July last, and laid on the table of the House on the 
19th of July last, would become valid after forty days if no address 
dicapproving of euch order be carried, in the event of Parliament being 
prorogued before the forty days had elapsed, or would they begin again 
to run from the first day of next session, as was the case with the 
orders of council approving charitable echemes. The Attorney-General 
raid: So far as the question is one of law, I am cf opinion that under 
sub-section 9 of section 20 of the Land Transfer Act, which is worded 
differently from the sections in other Acts of Parliament relating to 
similar matters, the order will become valid forty days after the 19th of 
July, unless an addrezs be carried within that time disapproving of such 
order. 


Mr. Registrar Linklater, on a recent day, on taking his seat in the 
Bankruptcy Court, said: Before entering upon the business of the day I 
wish to mark our sense of the great loss this department has sustained in 
the death of Mr. Henry Perkins, the very able clerk to the senior registrar. 
Mr. Perkins has occupied that responsible position for the last twenty- 
seven years, and during that period his thorough knowledge of both 
bankruptcy law and practice has been of the greatest assistance to the 
regittrars, and he was always most courteous and patient in placing his 
ripe experience at the disposal of all thore practi:ing in this court. His 
death leaves a gap which will not easily be filled. Mr. J.C Brough, on 
behalf of the bar, and Mr. A. H. Wildy, representing the official receivers, 
joined in the registrar’s expression of regret and in acknowledging the 
efficiency and courtesy with which Mr. Perkins uniformly discharged all 
the duties of his office. 


Mr. Justice Grantham, says the Zimes, after his day’s work in court 
proceeded on Saturday night from Leeds to London. On his return, in 
order to continue the work of the assizes on Monday morning he was 
tuffering to such an extent from a rheumatic affection of the knees that he 
was advised by his medical man that he should reet for a day. His 
lordship, however, was desirous of causing no inconvenience to the suitors 
and others, and he, consequently, decided t> hear the cases which were 
set down for trial before him at the judge’s lodgings at Leeds. 
Accordingly the learned judge heard three cases at the lodgings, which 
occupied his attention from 10.30 am. until nearly 6 p.m., but 
throughout the whole day he was obliged to lie down on a sofa in the 
drawing-rcom, which was formed into a court for the occasion. The 
members of the bar were not required to wear their wigs and gowns 
whilst conducting the cases in which they were engaged. His lordship, 
although obviously still suffering, was fortunately able to sit in the Crown 
Court on Tuesday. 


On the 4th inst., in the House of Commons, on the vote to complete the 
sum of £7,985 for the Land Registry Office, the Attorney-General said 
that for years this department had been carried on at a loss, and they 
should wait and see whether the improvement was permanent before they 
proposed to reduce the fees, all the more that there had never been a 
complaint of the actual expense on the part of people who made use of 
the office. Since 1893 the total business of all kinds had increased by 
eomething like forty or fifty per cent., so that the public were recognizing 
the value and importance of land registration. The registrar’s salary 
had come down from the time of Lord Westbury, but it would be revised 
when the next appointment was made, He was not able to say anything 
about the future work under the Land Transfer Act of last Session, 
because the order did not come into force until the latter part of the year, 
or possibly later. But the work was going to be conducted at one 
registry, and the scale of fees, though moderate, would be such as would 
more than pay the expenses of the official staff required. As the result of 
an amalgamation of two offices there would be one registry, as far as 
ower pg and London were concerned, at which all the work would be 
carried on. 


In the course of a debate on the Estimates, the Attorney-General gave 
an interesting account of his fees. He said that for 1895-96 he ved 


for contentious business £3,916, and for 1896-97 £6,039. The Solicitor- 
General was not in office in the early part of the year, but he received for 
1895-96 £691, and for 1896-97 £3,365. The reason why his own 


whole of the Balfour prosecution and one or two heavy cases at the Old 
Bailey ; besides, he was engaged in Admiralty arbitrations which involved 
heavy work for many days. As t> the change which had taken place, he 
said he was satisfied that it was azainst the public interest that contentious 
business should be paid for by salary. He did not look at the question 
from a professional point of view, but only from the public point of 
view. Government buriness involved many different classes of work— 
criminal, charity, foreshore cases, Admiralty and scientific work, and 
questions of contract. It frequently happened that, in order to get the 
best assistance which the Government ought to have, they had to employ 
a person epecially qualified in a particular line of work. It had happened 
to himself more than once to point out that he was not the fittest person 
to conduct a particular case, and other counsel had been instructed. 
The hon. member for Dumfries, when acting as a law officer on salary, 
had requested members of the House to appear either with him or 
independently ; and the proper view was that on a moderate scale of fees 
the Government should obtain the services of the best men fora particular 
case. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Mr. Gedge moved: ‘ That 
this House disapproves of the Order of Council made on the 18th day of 
July last, under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and laid upon the table on 
the following day, which directs that registration of title to land shall be 
compulsory on sale in the county of London.’’ He observed that 
objections to the Land Transfer Bill were met by two concessions in the 
Act passed last year—first, that it should in the first instance be tried in 
one county only and in no other county for three years except at the 
request of the county; and, secondly, that within an interval of three 
months from notice being given by the Privy Council of intention to apply 
the Act, a county might passa resolution of disapproval and the Act 
would not be enforced. The county of Yorkshire was first selected, and 
promptly objected, and ultimately the administrative county of London 
was chosen for the experiment. Thereupon he moved an amendment 
to prevent this. The Attorney-General assured him that the Act 
would not come into operation until the Ist of January, and the hon. 
and learned gentleman gave a pledge that notices would not be given until 
January, and thereupon the amendment was negatived. It was quite 
underst that notice would not be given before the Ist of January. 
On the 26th of November, the Privy Council sent to the London Count 
Council the very notice of which a pledge had been given that it shoul 
not be sent. So that the pledge so given was most distinctly broken. 
The Attorney-General said that the Act contemplated that there should 
be six months from the 1:t of January, and that there should be a period 
of three months for the county council to exercire its judgment. The 
hon. member had not given any dates, but the order was not made until 
the 18th of July. It came to the knowledge of the Lord Chancellor that 
the county council would go out of office on the 12th of March, and, 
therefore, unless the council had come notice before the lst of January, 
it would not have an effective interval of three months. In order to give 
the county council a full three months’ interval to exercise its judgment 
communication of the draft notice was made at the end of November. In 
May the new county council was forma)ly communicated with, and it 
was atked whether it wished to pass any resolution to reject this order. 
The new county council was indispored to have the matter brought before 
it, and subsequently the order lay on the table for forty days, and no one 
said a word to prevent it from being carried into effect. For the hon. 
member's allegation that he had said that no notices would be served 
until the 1st of January there wasno ground The only thing he eaid was 
that no steps would be taken to put the provisions of the Act into force 
until January, 1898. 


———— + ee 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Aug. 18.— Messrs. H. E. Foster & Craxriexp, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS: 
To One-third of Freehold and Leasehold Properties producing £257 per annum ; 
lady aged 63. Solicitor, J. Bannister Brown, Esq., London. 
To One-seventh of a Trust Estate in Colonial ani Foreign Railway Stocks, value 
£10,960; gentleman aged 79, and lady aged 69. Solicitor, Arthur Tyler, 
ne on. 


To One-thirtieth of a Trust Fun’, \alue £22,560; lady aged 76. Solicitor, 
Edward M. Lazarus, Esq. 


To One-fourth of Dublin Leaseholds producing £159 per annum, and One-half 
Ff aaiat es Cae; lady aged 65. Solicitors, Messrs. P. J. Gordon & Son, 
ndon. 


ANNUITY: 
Of £50; lady aged 30; with policy. 
SHARES : 
In the “ Graphic ” and “ Daily Graphic.” 
POLICY: 
For £1,000. Solicitor, Harold Fawssett, Esq., London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Warnrxo To rinrenpinc Hovse Purcuasers ann Lessees.— 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary hly 
Examined, Tested, and Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of ful 





Were co high in those years was because, in the first place, he had the 


particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr.] 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGE. 


Pauwer—De Hocuertep Lanrext.—Anug. 6, at St. Augustine’s, South Kensington, by 
the Rev. Canon Holland, assisted by the Rev. R. R. Chope, vicar of the parish, Francis 
Beaufort Palmer, of 29, Bryanston-square, barrister-at-law, to Georgiana Elizabeth, 
second daughter of the eighth Baron de Hochepi -d Larpent. 


WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 5. 

JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 

Limitep 1x Caanogrry. 
Brazivian Syxpicate. Liurrep—By an order made by Wright, J., dated June 9, it was 
ordered that the voluntary winding up of the syndicate be continued. Marshall & 
_ Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for pztners 
Fresca Maip Syspicate, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 3, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Row- 

ley, 34 ani 36, Gresham st. Taylor & Rowley, Gresham st, solors for liquidator 
Issurances Conroratios, Linvrep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 16, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Forrest, 117, Bish »psgate st 
Orpuam Reronsm Cive Buitpise Co, Liurrep (1s Lievipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Roscoe Wrigley, 9, Clegg st, Oldham. Wrigley & Co, Oldham 
solors to liquidator : ? . 
Teese a meges ao —Creditors a~e required, on or before Aug 29, to send in 
eir pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ri 
Rabbidge, 32, Poultry. Cooke, Copthall bidgs, solor ; aes 
Cousty Patative or Lancaster. 
Luatep ts Caaxcery. . 

Witiram Revsoins & Co, Lonren—Petn for winding u rese i 
y NOL Li LD - Pp. presented July 29, directed to 
be heard at the Chancery Office, No 9, Couk st, Liverpool, on Tuesday, , A. 16. Field & 


Co, Liverpool, solors fur petners, Notice of app-aring must reach th ’ 
’ P ers, 2 f 3 e abov ° 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 15 : eis 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
a Ess ey Mutua. Bexerit Ferespty Society, 128, Stanley rd, Kirkdale, 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep m CHancery. 


City or Loxpox Exrronatios Syxprcats or Westean Avstreatta, Lintrep—Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept 17, to send their names and addressrs, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Finlay Macrae, Dashwood House, New Broad st, Snell 

‘ & Co, eum st, Mansion House, solors for liquidator = 
norce Burt, Liutrep (1s Vowuuostary Liqgurpatiox) —Creditors are require 
before Sept 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei dt bts an 
claims, to Elsatah Mackintosh Sharp, 120, Culmore row, Birmingham " Bradle & 

Foes “mn Birmingham, solors to liquidator = ‘ 
ORTH OF IneLanp Minerat Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, o e Sept 17 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt yh yy 
Gibbons Swanw.ck, 64, Cross st, Manchester. Doyle, Manchester. solor for Meciieter’ 

Tnomwas Rivert, Lin:rep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to’ Louis Rivett 

_Lancashire Hill Mill, Heaton Norris. Ferns & Co, Stockport, solors to liquidator 4 

Ye Mecca, Linitep (1x Ligvipatios) —Creditors are required, on or befure Sept 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims t> John 
Abbott Heiron, 20, Moorgate st. Burton & Co, Surrey st, solors for liquidator 


County Pavatixe or Lancaster. 
Limitzp 1x Caancery. 


Pomoxa Cugmicat Co, Linrrzp—By an order made by Hall, V.C., dated July 25. i 
, La p—By 2 » ¥.C., de 25, it was 

ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be c Cuniift 
Grey, Manchester, solors for petners ; —" a See 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED 
Usitep Tostixe Society, 38, Everton Brow, Liverpool. July 27 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
Pasry, Aternt, Vicar’s ( ee ae ives Stirli 
Seinen. Graylands, Grove Park, ‘aiid Aug 24 iis alee Renee 
Wea on elgg, SO York, Worsted Bt Sept ; Will pester: 
Kekewich, J ‘Atkinson, Bradford ‘ ones 


London Gaxtte.—Tunapay, July 26. . 


Lawior, Tuomas Joux, Westborough, Scarborough, Yorks, Hotelkeeper Sept 30 Lawlor 
v Lawlor, North, J Goodwin, Serjeante’ inn, Fleet st 


London Gazette.—Fatpar, July 29. 


Locia, Many Manta, Queensborough ter, Bayswater Oct 24 Be y Fe 
Romer,J King, Eesex st, Strand ores see 
Tuors, Sanver, Messing, Kesex, Builder Sept1 J Sadd & Sons, Ltd vy Thorn, North, J 


Blood, Witham, Easex 


London Gazette.—Tuszeavay, Aug. 2. 
Dries, Hesey Cremext Swissertox, Rusholme, Manchester, Fs4 
Romer, J Stileman, Southamptcn st, Bloomsbury 
Owes, Mantua, Penhenllys, Aberffraw, Anglesey Sept 1 Davies y Williams, North, J 
Laurie, Liangefni ‘ i 


Nov 10 Dyer v Dyer, 


Gaeette.—Faivar, Aug. 5 


London 
Asatox, Jon, Shooter's Hill rd, Biackheath, Gent id ic 
ip» Som, Ghoster’o | i, cath, Gent Septi0 Ashton v Ashton, Kekewich, 





$s 


Gresory, Joux, Manchester, Yarn Merchant Aug 26 Gregory v Gregory, Registrar 
Manchester Marsh, Bolton . 

Wauis, ALFRED, Heywood, Lancaster Sept 5 Wallis v Wallis, Registrar, Manchests 
Pogmore, Manchester 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.-- Turspay, July 25. 


Apamsox, Davin, Oldham Aug 22 Griffiths, Oldham 

Agnoup, Taomas, Northampton Sept 3 Hensman & Co, Northampton 

Batpwix, WitiraM, Accrington Aug 30 Whitaker, Accrington 

Bensxix, Lors, Charley, Leicester Aug 29 Burgess & Dexter, Leicester 

manne, Tuomas Gzoroe, Bingham, Nottingham Aug5 Dowson & W:ight, Notting. 
m 

Burs, Constaxce Ciara, Kington, Hereford Aug 23 Jones & Alston, New ct,Lincoln’s 


inn 

Cour, Joun Couyss, Chelsea Aug 30 Hepworth & Co, South st, Finsbury 

Crastree, ALBERT Eowarp, Luddenden, York, Grocer Aug 31 Boocock, Malifax 

Carrcataw, Joun Henry, Oldham, Detective Police Officer Aug20 Griffiths, Oldham 

DincGwatt, Roprerc Maruairsoy, Clapham Sept3 Barton, Lombard st 

Dopp, Rosert, Faversham, Kent Sept 5 Johnson, Faversham 

Duscay, Roper, Tunbridge Wells, Doctor Aug 13 Place, Leicester 

Fixcn, Henry Cuaruss, Redheath, Herts Sept 1 Wilde & Co, College hill 

Garrostu, Mary, Whalley, Lancs Aug 31 Sharples & Son, Accrington 

Greesx, Wituiam, Norwich Aug381 Mills & Reeve, Norwich 

Harpy, James Fxeoericx, Tottenham Sept6 Hill & Co, Liverpool 

Hecxscner, Martin Bexnarp, Didsbury, Doctor Aug 27 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Jacxsos, Davip, Mytholmroyd, York, Boot Maker Sept 1 Boocock, Halifax 

Justice, Atrrep Jouy, Bath Sept29 Tarr & Arke'l, Bristol 

Kay, Tomas Vavextixe, Clay Cross, Derby, Surgeon Sept 1 Jones & Middleton, 
Chesterfield 

Kyicnt, Sauvet, Birmingham, Butcher Augi5 Price & Atkias, Birmingham 

Lippe.t, Amevia Frances, Chariton Kings, Gloucester Aug 25 Horne & Birkett, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Newport, Bexsamin Wii114M, Mile End rd, Butcher Sept7 Ratcliffe & Son, Lime st 

Pasxer, Rev Matraew, Handsworth Aug 30 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

Parsoys, Cuarves, Percy st, Tottenham ct rd, Commission Agent Sept 1 Taylor & 
Taylor, New Broad st 

Prerce, Mary, Bolton Aug 25 Finney, Bolton 

Rosrys, Jos1an Yeomans, Cubbington, Warwick Oct1 Heath & Blenkiasop, Warwixk 

Saynor, Jonny, Blackpool Aug 27 Challinor & J & W Balshaw, Manchester 

Saarrs, Mantua Even, Milosbridge, Huddersfield Sept 10 Turner, York 

SwasHAatt, Exiza, Brighton Aug27 Peskett, Brighton 

Swarx, Joun Wittram, Long Sutton, Lincoln Aug12 Mossop & Mowop, Long Sutton 

TayLor, Marcaret, Streatham Aug 31 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Toner, CHanLotre Warwick, Stockport Sept 3 L2ak, Manchester 

Wes.ey, Evita Evizaseru Axx, Nottingham Aug 20 Dowson & Wright, Notting- 


Wives, Eowarn, Gt Malvern Augi10 Whatley, Gt Malvern 
Weronr, Cuartrs, Langford, nr Biggleswaie, Corn Merchant Sept 1 
Victoria st, Westminster 

Youno, Epwarp, Gravesend Novi Sturt & Son, Ironmonger lane 


Rogers & Co, 


London Gazette.—Faivay, July 29. 
Aspersoys, James Hunrer, Bow Aug 31 Cattarns & De Vesian, Leadenhall st 





Agscott, Joux, Crewe, Farmer Aug 39 Martio, Nantwich 

Beaciey, Noan, Fastmeon, nr Petersfield, Hants, Groce: Aug 25 Clarke & Harri, 
Winchester 

Bocxerr, Grorce Wittiam AurRep, Epsom Sept8 Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry 
PrixxLey, Bexsamis Georos, Southend on Sea Sept! W-& W Stocken, Lime st 
Brows, Exiz,, Swanage, Dorset Aug 20 Rande'l, Swanage 

Cartwricat, CuarRtoTtK Magra, Weston super Mare Aug 26 Bere, Weston super 


are 
Caar.es, Mary, Blaenavon, Mon Sept 30 Bsthway & Son, Pontypool 
Cuavasse, Frances, Edgbaston Sept 1 Colmore & Mon:zkton, Birmingham 
Crarke, Ricnarp Gwatkix, Upper Norwood Sept 29 Simpson & Co, Gracechurch st 
Conway, Exizapertn, Stalybridge Aug 31_ Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 
Conway, Wittiam, Stalybridge Aug 31 Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 
Couutuurst, Epmusp, Streatham Aug 21 Farrer & Co, Lincolo’s inn fields 
Cuntes, Faaxces, Bath Aug 31 Dawes & Sons, Angel court 
Dawes, Mary, Whiston, York Aug 29 Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rotherham 
Fvewiss, Mrs Lavinia, Highgate Sept1 Powell & Rogers, Essex st, Strand 
Grirrix, Gzonce Fraxcis, Hastings Aug 31 Morgan & Co, Stafford 
Hoosts, Jony, Birchington on Sea, Kent Aug15 Plummer, Canterbury 
Hanpsom, Maraaret, Stcckton on Tees, Innkeeper Sept 1 Hunton & Watson, 
Stockton on Tees 
Howe, Epwazp, Bishop’s Cleeve, Gloucester Oct 1 Wood, Winchcombe, Glos 
Hooxe, Bexsamiy, Ealing Sept6 King & McMillin, Bloomsbury sq 
Jenn, Rev Hexny Guapwyy, Firbeck Hall, York Oct 27 Jebb & Son, Boston 
Ky1£, Rosert, Smalley, Derby, Farmer Aug 20 Acton & Marriott, Nottingham 
Leang, Wit.1am, Alverstoke, Hants Aug 31 Hyde & Hobbs, Portemouth 
Moroay, Ropeat WituiaM, Ore, nr Hastings Sept 30 Rumney, Basinghall st 
Morse, Evwarp, Epsim, Nurseryman Aug 26 iller & Co, Salters’ hall ct 
Opy, Noan, Dauntsey, Wilts Sept10 Clark & Smith, Malmesbury 
Pearce, Bexsamix, Dover Septi2 Fielding & Son, Dover 
Peance, Evizaneta, Handsworth t12 Fielding & Son, Dover 
Peany, Evizanern, Bartlow, Cambridges Aug 20 Stutfield & Son, Parliament st 
Poors, James Hewrv, Eccles, Jancs Sept 3 cker & Co, Manchester 
Preece, James, Hereford Oct 1 Humfrys, Hereford 
Paice, ALEXANDER, Hankow, China Nov 1 Wood, Shanghai 
Sanpvys, Joux Youxa, Cheltenham Sept1 Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 
Sunervinton, Cnances Rosenr St Leoer, Ryder st, St Jawes’s July 26 Bartlett, 
Cannon st 
Spackmax, Wittiam Hewry, Papanui, nr Christchurch, New Zealand, Barrister Aug® 
Blyth & Co, Old Broad st 
Sraincen, Eviza, Kirkheaton, York Aug 31 Owen & Bailey, Huddersfield 
Swanson, Joux Epwanp, Aldersgate st, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 
Woolwich 
Taywonr, Jony, Cadogan gdns Aug31 Taylor & Co, Bradford 
Tayton, THomas, Southport Aug 31 Hodge, Southport ’ 
Taytor, Tuomas Jonux, Plaistow, Omnibus Proprietor Aug 25 Snow & Co, Gt & 
Thomas Apostle 
Torre, Ricnaxp L’Ostx, Brading, lof W Aug27 Colenutt, Cowes 
Uspzeuay, Faepericx Georce, Hornsey Aug 31 Seagrove & Woods, Chancery lane 
Waxes, Rovert, Kingston upon Hull Aug 30 Jackson & Co, Hull 
Wanens, Tuoxuas, Camberley, Surrey Sept 20 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury 
“irens 
Wayp, Grorce Eowaxp, Manchester Sept 29 Almond & Son, Manchester 


(rreenep, 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 2. 


Avpripver, Mary Ax» Farmer, Bristol Sept 30 Burt & Evans, Ross 
Aywa.ey, Geonor, Blyth, Northumberland Aug 3i Charlton, Blyth 





Sept 8 Dreaper v 


Dusareer, Witttsx Hewny, Liverpool, Pianoforte Ms 
Dreaper, Registrar, Liv i = anutooteeer 
Ex.is, Jous Atrwitt, Mamhe 
Teignmouth 


Kirk, Liverpool 
, Devon Sept 29 Wlis v Ellis, Romer,J Tozer & Co, 





Bakes, Enna, Cc Aug 30 Jenkins, Aberavon 

Brzpuam, Srerusx, Walthamstow Sept Lyrett, Finsbury pavement 

Bitsy, Euma, Whitwick, Leicesters Sept10 Footman, Lincoln 

Biacxwe1t, Joux, Northampton, Hosier Nov1 Dennis & Faulkner, Nort hampton 




















898. 

————— 
, Registrar, 
Manchest + 
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Banwss, Faancss Epwarp, Kensington Aug 30 Steadman & Van Praagh, Old 
rr 


Browxui11, Epwix, Ecclesfield, Yorks, Farmer A Smith 1 Co, Sheffield 
Cuampeny, Coaries, Wedmore, Somerset, ale, FT 8mi ‘Wedmore 


Caaw = bt ag ao 8 Bay & Habersh n, Queen Victoria st 
Evans, Tom Faepericx Baker, re nt t2 “Tibbits, Liverpool 
Reauevee, Srexcer, Sloanesq Aug30 Hores & ag inn fields 


Gans, Fanny, Reigate, Ladies Outfitter Aug 31 Ray, Gt Portland st 

Horxe, Ayes Mary, Dulwich Sept 29 Edgar & Co, Finsbu 

LanGevier, Joan Francis Bennarp, Shanghai Sept 24 _Bisth & Co, ‘Co, Old Broad st 

Laycock, Sauvet, Colne, Lancs Aug 30 Titcomb, Col: 

Lieses, Herman, Canonbury Sept 1 Pritchard & ae Little ‘Trinity lane 

Lister, Janz, Addingham, York Aug 20 oe Skipton 

LockiTT, FREDERICK, Bursiem, Stafford, ee Aug n Boulton, Burslem 

McFartanpd, WILLIAM, Hesketh with Becco: , Lancs, Hotel Proprietor 
Brighouse & Co, Southport 

Maxis, Evizasetu, South Milford, i Aug 20 Rhodes, Sherburn in Elmet 

MAsFRED, CAROLINE, Bournemouth Aug 31 Shield & Mackarness, Alresford 

Measures, Saran, Sheffield Sept12 Wilson, Sheffield 

Mipp.emost, Livixcstox, Huddersfield, Fancy Woollen Manufacturer Aug27 Rams- 
den & Co, Huddersfield 

Morzisn, CaTuertne Anne, St Anne’s on Sea July 22 Husband, Liverpool 

eenay gE ae Workington, Cumberland, Ironfounder Sept 24 Thompson, 

orkington 
Partars, Wins Am, Croes Las Farm, nr Raglan. Mon, Farmer Sept15 Watkins & Uo, 
mtypoo! 


Price, oo Hankow, China Nov1 Wood, Shan Pee 

Rosins, Jostan Yeomans, © ubbington, Warwick Oct1 Heath & Blenkinsop, Warwick 

SuyTue, Joun Ciemison Pivmpton, Liverpool Sept1 Newman & Kent, Liver 

TorrinG, Jouy, Topping Fold, Bury, Lancs, Farmer Sept9 Standring & Co, dale 
ite & Co, 


Aug 27 


Warsox, Antuur Evcene, st voy Sept 1 Fowler & Co, =" 
White. Freperick Mrapvows, QC, Sussex grdns, Hyde Park’ Sept 1 
Whitehall place 


Wuireueap, James, Church, Lancs, Bookkeeper fept2 Westwell, Accrington 
London Gasette—Faipay, Aug 5. 
Bovacuier, Sir Gzorcz, KCB, Isleworth oa t10 Sworder & aga, Hertford 
Baown, GzeorGE, Hammersmith Sept 12 ilbrick, Basinghall st 
CuaRitox, Avseat, Bolton, Tailor Oct 31 co Bolton 
Ciece, Gzorer, Accrington, Cotton Manufacturer Sept10 Sharples & Son, Accrington 
Covespece, Grorork, Halifax, Tea and Coffee Merchant Sept 10 Longbotham & Sons, 
alifax 
Daviss, Exizavetn, Sheffield Sept17 Rogers & Co, Sheffield 
Doxxixc 3, Mary, Gt Yarmouth Sept 1 Wiltshire & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Eeve, Mary Txmr LEMAN, Torquay Sept12 Hoo & Wollen, Torquay 
Fu.rox, Henry, Liverpool Sept 19 Hill & Co, , laecmpeal 
Gopparp, Tuomas, Carshalton, Surrey Sept 20 Potter & Co, King st 
Gaeey, GeorcE Tuomas, Sheerness on Sea Sept 3 Stallon, Sheerness on Sea 
Grecory, Ann Marra, Norwood Sept 5 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 
sens SON, Sn Masox, Gt Tower st, Wholesale Tea Dealer Oct 4 Chandler, New ct, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Hix, Samvust, Nottingham, Furniture Broker Sept 3 Walker & Barker, Nottingham 
Hirresiey, Joux, Somerset Sept 29 Rees-Mogg & Davy, Temple Cloud, nr Bristol 
Hovass, Joun Isaac, East Dean, Hants, jd Sept 13 Poole, South Petherton 
Howarp, Harriette, Blackpool Sept13 Crofton & Co. Manchester 
Honter, Mary Any, Worcester Sept 17 Hooper, Worcester 
Jackson, Gzorce, Tavistock sq, re Sept 20 Ince & Co, Fenchurch st 
Kurtz, CHARuEs Georcr, Liverpool, aalactarieg Chemist Sept 29 Layton & 





Melly, Liverpool 


Lemans, Aowes Hapuret, Cadogan place Sept 29 Norton & Co, Victoria st 


Mu.urs, Wriu1am, Crewkerne we 17 Bridport ‘ 
Nicuotsox, Jou, "Bank, nr isa” Conbecant, Yeoman Aug 23 Hetherington, 


Wigton 
= parang Volayton’t Mm Lanes ws oe Sharples & Boo ly Ee 
iCKUP, ISABELLA, 
Sawrariona, Dox Bosto Sronza, Count Rome, Italy Sept 17 at Co, Trafal- 


gar sq 
Scorr, Gzorce, Potters Bar Sept 29 East, 
Warp, Wittiam Mepway, Homerton Sept 5 ‘ari, Wood Green 
Warman, Axw Woeattaxn, Ramsgate Sept10 Movil & Mowll, Dover 
Wurrentap, Sestem, Marsden, York, Grocer’s Assistant Sept 23 Sykes & Son, 


Wricut, Mary Axx Exma, West Norwood Augi2 Albin, & Co Chesham 
Wricurt, Hanarert, Wakefield Aug 13 Green, Wakefield 


London Gazetie.—Tvursvay, Aug. 9. 
Apencromsy, Hon Dame Acxes Groroixa, Upper Norwood Sept 6 Freshfields & Wil- 


a jf. a Woods, College hill, © st 

Do ES, annon 

a a yr iguee td Licensed Victualler Sept 8 Ellison, 
under L: 


—— JAMES 5} 

Baskett, Hayry, boernenenth, eae Proprietor Sept 12 Sharp & Rumsey, 
Bournemouth 

Biacxtock, Tuomas, Kirkbride, Cumberland Aug 22 , Wigton 


Boorumay, Epw1x, Leeds 3 Bulmer & Lawson, 
Bower, Taomas Cugsters, Withington, nr Sept 30 Cooper & Sons, Man-« 


c 
Brewster, Tuomas, 16 Tate & Co, Scarborough 
y, Lancs, Market Gardener Sept 20 Slater & 


Scarborough 
a Copan, Chorlton cum 
0, er 
Bvrozss, James, Birmingham Sept20 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 
Cuanxe, Tuomas, Riddings, Derby, Miller Aug 31 Rickards & Co, Alfreton 

Crort, ANNA JANE, Brownhills, Staffs Sept12 Barnes & Son, Lichfield 

Crupcr, Mary Any, Exmouth Sept3 Petherick & Sons, Exmouth 

Dixoy, Caruentve, M Sept 7 Webb, 

Evans, Apsatom, Wrex Sept 5 mB, & Acton, Wrexham 

Farnswortn, Caaries, Manchester, Den’ t 19 — Manchester 

Grtuimay, Georce, Oxford, Boot ne Mallam & , Oxford 
Go.pscumipt, Satomon Harum, Paris, Doctor of | B. Bept 10 Rehders & Higgs, 


g in 
Hexsrey, Mrs Louisa, Streatham Sept 29 Pearless & Sons, East Grinstead 
Horn, Ricnarp Ervest, Park lane Sept 15 Horn & Francis, Berkeley st, Piccadilly 
Kent, Cuaries, Maesbury, > Farmer eat 10 
Lazarus, Er.en, Pimlico Sept Osborn Jenkyn 
Leiou, The Hon Aveusta, a Sept16 Tate &Co, 
Lonoey, Josers, Peckham, Gas Inspector Sept5 Avery & Wolverson, New Cross rd 
Perper, Taomas, East t Bridgford, Notts Sept 17 Bein © & Wyles, Nottingham 
Ricct, Ex1za Faxxy, Rome Sept9 Leighton & Savory, Clement’s inn 
Rosrnsox, Sapan, Holderness, York Septi To Hull 





Suawcaross, Jonny, Gorton, Lancs, eeper ilson, + ga under Lyne 
Surrn, Marrua, Stockwell Sept 6 go Smit! ee 5 
Sroxes, Groros Witt14m, Birmiogham, . pet igi Lt 10. defers, B Birmingham 


Trevor, Henry, Heigham, foe 

West, Rosertr Lister, Newcastle upon 
Newcastle on T: 

Woottons, Groroe, 


Sept 12 Nicholson & Martin, 
ork Sept 28 iin York 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. Hicks, Rosert, Bethnal Green, Boot Manufacturer High | Venpor, Many Axx, Grangetowa, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
Court Pet July 23 Ord Aug 2 Pet July 29 Ord Jul 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Aug. 5. Hucnes, Joux HARLES, ie Cycle Maker Wary, Groros, and td Ecswosrtn "> J 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Pet Aug 3 Ord | Builders B Pet July 27 ‘Ord July 
: ; ; JARVIS, pf fee Haverhill,” Suffolk, eae | Waap, oT and Joux Howarp Joes, La 97 
Axermay, J H, Wilson st High Court Pet July 14 Ord Cambrid 2 Ord Aug 2 mie reehter Ord 2 
Aug 1 JENNINGS, _ hy eriton, Hants Winchester Pet | Warez, Weensen, Southsea, Ports- 


ug 

Arrrive, Artuur E, Thavies inn, Holborn Circus High July 28 Ord A 
Cout PetJumel5 Ord Augi ps A 

Baitey, Joux, Netherfield, Notts, Baker Nottingham | 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 

Berrts, J F H, Pope’s Head alley, Cornhill, Cigar Merchant 


High ¢ ‘ourt Pet July6 Ord Aug 2 
Biaxcut, Kixa, & Co, pane, ee it India Merchants 
Bioor, Henry, _ Pet July 26 
Ord Jul 


High Court Pet July 6 
Borw snp, Jon Ta Lioyp, Worcester Worcester Pet July 


JONES, Pate Lianelly, Bak 
Ord Aug 3 


et Aug 3 


Tunstall, Butcher uly 25 Ord July 25 





ug3 Ord Aug3 


Orpe.ut , Stowmarket, Suffolk, aoe 
Merchant Bury St ——— 


ug 
Joyce, Freperick WILLIAM, peaem, Corn Dealer ~ 
Court Pet Ord Aug 


Lrg, by Wauien, Burnley, Bootmaker Burnley | 


I° mouth Pet Aug2 Ord A 

Pet Aug3 Ord Aug RECEIVING ponte cemeemean 

Gamastion Fa Pet Aug 3 | Browse, Gonos, late at Portsmouth, now at Moulmein, 
Burmah, High Court 


Ree Ord Oct 
15, 1895 Rese Aug 1 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ae —_ Grorcr, oll Tailor Birmingham | Axenaax, J H, Wilson st Aug 15 at 11 Bank ‘ 


st 
Arrnipg, ia. E, Thavies inn, Holborn a Mer- 


14 } } 15 at 12 —— bidgs, Ca’ 
CHAPMAN, pte 4 le ton le Moors, Lancs, Furniture — Patrick Tuomas, "1 need Builder War-| WWerieneths “Taine 
Dealer Blackburn Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 3 | gton Pet Aug3 Ord Aug | Beacancurn, Pawan Bares ‘Aberystwith 


Cuarmay, Sipygy, Cannon st, ae Goods Importer Blackburn Pet Jul: 20"'0 


ude James McLectay, eta 
Ord July 29 | 


‘on, Wine Merchant | Buanistox, THomas, Victualler Aug 15 


atil Off Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 


o ee Court — Avs 5 dea M Ww Whitchurch Can Brid at 
oney, ArTHuR Epwarp, Sleaforth, Lincs, Cabinet Maker OORRS, WILLIAM, onicorum, * po berland Bank- 
Boston Pet duly 38,’ Ond Aue |” “Miller ‘Dorchester Pet July 90 Ord July 3 \ Sie 
Crosuiz, Leiria, Hove, Brighton Sigh Court Pet July 8 | Parcerer, Freperice Wittiam, Radclive cum Chackmore Darx, Cuartes Masor, Horselydown, Bottled Beer 
Ord Aug 2 ucks, Coal Dealer Banbury Pet Aug2 Ord A Merchant Aug I2at 2.30 ptey bldgs, Carey st 
Daiy, Cuarntes Masor, Horselydown, Botties Beer Mer- | Parker, Atrrep, Stockton on Tees, a inter 8 Diva, Riwaarp, ton, Butcher Aug 12 at 12 Of 
chant High Court Pet July 30 Ord July 30 | ton on Tees Pet Aug2 Ord Auz Ree, 4, Pavilion 
Day, Gzorce, Redditch, Fruiterer Birmingham Pet July Pav _ Fagpericx Ricwarps, Sydeabam,, rr In-| Dovsox, Freperick ‘anpwick, Bilton, Warwicks, 
2% Ord July 27 | spector High Court Pet Aug? Ord A | Machinist Aug 15 at 12 Off Ree, 17, Hertford st, 
Day, Joanna Anne, Ventnor, lof W Newport Pet July | Posnirt, Jous, Pork Butcher hoy Pet July 30 | a 
28 Ord July 28 Ord July | Ecvoajipes, Eowarp, Bermondsey, Timber Merchant Aug 
Expriver, Epwarp, Railway apps London bdge, Timber | Pussxnovust, Joux Hevyary, Bilston, Set, Draper | 12 ati2 bldgs, Carey st 
- Merchant High Court Pet uly 29 Ord July 29 Wolverhampton Pet Aug3 Ord anes | Ecurs, Josera Srvaer, Mon, Engineer Aug 15 
vans, Cuartes, Swansea, Newsagent Swansea Pet | Rantzey, Isaac pa ‘Maida vale High Court Pet atit bang! at chmbrs, Newport, 
hone ‘oan a Rochdale, Tea Merchant | R ~~ » Telegraph st, Sol High © P ee ). To! Of ‘nity Ho — oe fous 
. ORG ANNAY, 0° dale, ea erchan ot a, Te icitor i ourt Pet Ouse 
Rochdale Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 July . Fox, me in it Of ee, Wholesale —> ws 


Fox, Hymox, Commercial st. Wholesate Parrier 
Court Pet July 30 


High me Aten fl 
" lerk Pet J 
ippox, Harry, I 


Ord July 30 Cler! 


wich, Wholesale Grocer Ipswich Pet | Sauwpxnrs, pl James. 


July 23 Ord uly 30 Ne 

Garey, Georce ey ae Boot Maker Brad- | Scons, Boserr Pin y eng 
ford Pet Aug2 OrdA Pet Aug 3 

Hau, Jony, Kidderminster’ Draper Kidder- | Susans, Gerona 
minster Pet Aug2 Ord Aug? July 29 


Harvixe, Ev'zapern Awy, Merthyr rae Boot Maker | Srreapsuay, Exrza, Southsea, 
Merthyr" ydfil Pet July 30 Ord July July 30 Ord July 30 
ASLAM, W .« Highgate rd High Court pet July 13 | Sreet, Henry, Cam 
eee High Holborn, Boot Dealer | T belay ay by L 
i orn, 
h Court Pet Aug3 Or ‘Aug 3 , 2 = ion ps — 


Haavixcxernorr, Fritz, Cullum st High 
June 30 Od July 29 cing epee ac 


mm *" Ricuarp Tuomas, 





July 30 


Moss ry Lanes, diereeailll Farrier Aug 
Pet July 30 Ord Jaly 30 

tye ay I, 
Pet July 28 Ord Jul 
Glaston os Builder 


“New Barat, Photographer Barnet Pet | 
iy 29 


Uk 
=> Jauns Norwood, Builder Croydon Pet | 
Ord Jae 80 , 


st, 
12ati1 Bankruptey Carey st 
aly Hasta, Witttam Heway, Highgate Aug i5ati2 Bank- 
I of W, Baker | ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

| Heapixckesnorr, Sones. Cullam st AugiSat il Bank- 
Wells bl st 


Houmes, Cuances Heanser, Salford Aug 12 at3 Of 


yrom st, 
p, Wiitiam Owes. Bassovell, Nougert, Babee & 
oor at 19 Off Ree, Westurate chmbrs, Newport, Mon re 


Florist Portsmouth Pet | 
| Lixpsay, Nicest Crawroap, oan, Richmond Aug 12 at 12.3 


Licensed Victualler Cam- 24, Railway app, 


ul 
Siew Pet Aug? ad 


London Bridge 
Macisrort, Rosen E Howst:s, Southampten Aug 12 at 
12.15 Stonegats, York 
| Mumroap, Faroxsarcx Jouy, oe or Bickleigh, 

. . Farmer Aug 12 at 3 Ree, 6, Athesoourn 
er, 
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Neave, James, Teddington, Auctioneer ie 12 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Parersox, Perer, Withington, Lance, Tailor Aug 12 at 
330 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 
Pavcer, Wittiam Victor, King st, 8t James’s Aug 15 at 
ll a bidgs, Carey st 
Poasos, Gzonoe, Bradford, Insurance Agent Aug 15 at 
11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Aug 16 


Raw te, Caarres, Billiter st, Commission Agent 


at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Ropinsox, Atrrev Jonx, Moss Side, Lancs, Commercial 
Clerk Aug 12 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


chester 

Srreavevey, Exiza, Southsea, Hants, Florist Aug 12 at 
3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, Hi; gh st, Portsmouth 

Tuorstox, Amos, Laisterdyke, Bradford, Joiner Aug 12 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Ware, Wicrtam, Southsea, Cab Proprietor Aug 16 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Waitsenovuse, James Atraep, Horace Vernon Waite- 
nouse, and Harry Cross, Stephen st, Tottenham 
Court rd, Electro Platers Aug 15 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avner, .~y ogee st, Tailor High Court 
Ord J 


Notts, 


Pet July 16 
Batey, j llng Netherfield, Baker Nottingham 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Bioor, Henry, Burslem, But ther Hanley 
Ord July 26 
CHAPMAN, , Be s, Clayton le Moors, 1 Furniture Dealer 
ackburn Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 
Cannon st, Foreign Goods Importer 
Ord Aug 2 
Paddington, House Agent 
Ord July 23 
Fruiterer Birmingham Pet 
July 27 Ord July 27 


Day, Joanna Awxe, Ventnor, I of W, Lodging house 
Ki Newport Pet July 28 Ord ‘July 28 

Dopsos, Frevericek Hanrpwick, Bilton, Warwickshire, 
Machinist Coventry Pet July 29 Ord July 30 

Ecprivcz, FEpwarp, Bermondsey, Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet July 29 Ord July 29 


Pet July 26 


Cuarmax, Sipxey, 
High Court Pet Aug 2 
—— Tuomas Reeves, 
Court Pet July 5 
Bek a Redditch, 


Evans, CHARLES, “+; eee Newsagent Swansea Pet 
A Ord Aug 3 
Evans, Joun Tuomas, Chelsea, Provision Dealer High 


Court Pet May 26 Ord July 30 

Fisuer, Grorcs Hanway, Rochdale, Tea Merchant Roch- 
dale Pet Aug2 Ord Aug? 

Fox, Hymowx, Commercial st, + cee Furrier High 
Court Pet July 30 Ord July 

Gases, Grorce Harrison, Bradford, Boot Maker Brad- 
ford Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

HagvixG, Et..:zapeta Axx, Merthyr Tydfil Merthyr Tyd- 
fil Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Hanreis, Ricuarp Taomas, High Holborn, Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 3 

Hastam, Witttam Hewry, Tigheete High Court Pet 
July 13 Ord Augi 

Hicers, Hexry ye New Cross 
July 29 Ord Jul 

Hucues, Herperr, cotiahens: Dairyman Birmingham 
Pet July 16 Ord July 30 

Ja —_ 1LLIaM AARON, eavesal, Suffolk, Butcher 

bridge Pet Augz Ord Aug 

pa Joun Dantet, Lianflhangel, *Ystrad, 

Aberystwyth Pet June 24 Ord Augl 


Greenwich Pet 


Auctioneer 


—_ Wituiram, Cheriton, Hants Winchester Pet 
Jul Ord Aug ; 
JixKs, ai Chester mews, peer st, Jobmaster High 

Court Pet July 25 Ord July 29 
Somes, Ossett Epwis, Stowmarket, Corn Merchant 
ury 8t Edmunds Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 


bat Hven, and Hexry Wix0, Liverpool, General Mer- 
chants Live a PetJune25 Ord Aug 3 
Jonzs, Winsiax, anelly, Baker Carmarthen Pet Aug 3 
3 


Kosxy, Apranam, Commercial rd, Furrier High Court 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Leaguours, Hexeest Gerorce, Portsmouth, Builder 


Postsmou'h Pet July 23 Ord July 30 

Innz, Wittiam Weer, Burnley, Bootmaker Burnley 
Pet Aug3 Ord ry 

MacCaticum, Jonx, F pl West, Gloucester gate High 
Court Pet Nov 29 Ord July 27 

McCvz, Pataicx Taomas, Warrington, Builder Warring- 
ton Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 

McMvevo, Jaues MoLettasy, Accringt =, Wine Merchant 
Blackburn Pet July 23 Ord July 2 

Moores, Wittiam, Whitchurch an A nr Bridport, 
Miller Dorchester Pet duly 30 Ord July 30 

Morcz, Hexnry, jun, Redhill, Surrey, Cattle Dealer Croy- 
don Pet July 2 Ord July 30 

Panxes, Avrrep, Stockton on Tees, Master Painter 
Stockton on Tees Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 

Pavitt, Faepeaicx Ricnarvs, Sydenham, Insurance In- 
spector High Court Pet Aug2 Ord Aug2 

Porsitr, Joux, Leeds, Pork Butcher Leeds Pet July 30 
Ord July 30 

Puasenovuse, Jous Hexey, Bilston, Staffs, Draper Wol- 
verhampton Pet Aung3 Ord Aug 3 


Rosissox, Atrarp Jons, Moss Side, Lancs, Commercial 
Clerk Salford Pet July # Ord Aug 3 
Sauspers, Coasies James, Whitwell, Baker Newport 


Pet July 2 Ord July 28 

Score, Ronent Tuomas, Glastonbury, Builder Wells Pet | 
Aug3 Ord Aug 3 

Srueapever, Exiza, Southsea, Florist Portemouth 
July 3) Ord July 3 

Sreet, Hesezy, Cambridge, Licensed Victualler Cam- 
bridge Pet July 90 Ord July 90 


Pet 


ay 4 Joux Parry, Bangor Bangor 


ug 2 
Taemewas, Frepericx Antuve, Perranporth, Cornwall, 
General Merc Ord July 30 
Pet | 


| 


hant Truro Pet July 11 
Veapox, Mary Av», Sesnguiown, Cardiff Carditf 
uly 20 Ord July 29 








Pet Aug 2 O.d | 


Dorie, 


Wax, Georce, and Sera matrantitor Birmingham, 
Builders Birmingham Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
Watrace, Ropert Matcotm, Smith sq, Westminster, 
a Manager High Court Pet July 27 Ord 
July 

Wutncor, 7 ts wry Campers, Birmingham, Contractor 
Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord July 29 

Wuairenovuse, James Atrrep, Horace Vernon Wuaite- 
nouse, and Harry Cross, Stephen st, Tottenham 
Court rd, Electro Platers High Couit Pet July 9 
Ord July 28 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER R<©SCINDED. 

Dapsox, Freperick Mason Portiocx, Glaskio villas, 
Clapton, Middlesex,Gent Ree Ord Oct 2, 1896 Adjud 
Nov 23, 1896 Resc ‘and Annul Aug 1 


Lmdon Gasette.—Tuespay, Aug 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barpvox, Joux, Durham, Butcher Durham Pet Aug 4 
Ord Aug 4 
Cuarttox, Witi1amM, Heaton, Newcastle on Tyne, Cart 
4 wee Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 3 Ord 


ug 3 
Cures, Witt1am, Over Winsford, Cheshire, Commercial 


Traveller Nantwich Pet Aug 4 Ord Mae 

Crarxe, Georce E, Wolverhampton, rd nufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet July 25 Ord Ai 

Co.urer, James, Tir Phil erthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 5 


Ord Aug 5 

Davies, pa Burslem, Slipmaker Hanley Pet Aug 4 
Ord Aug 

Davies, Mone, ae Glass Dealer Carmarthen Pet 
Aug 6 Ord A 

Fox, ABRAHAM, Birstall, Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pet 
Aug 5 Ord A ~ 

Fryer, Frank, Cheltenham, Baker Cheltenham Pet Aug 
4 Ord Aug 4 

Gusees, GeorGe, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer High 

Court Pet July 15 Ord Aug5 

Hastixes, Faancis Toeornitus Henry, South Kensington 

High Court Pet July7 Ord Aug 5 


| Haves, WatTee Pater, —, Ratlands, Builder 


Leicester Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 
Jonsson, Wituram, Elwick, Dede Innkeeper Sunier- 


land Pet Aug4 Ord Aug4 
JONES, Ropert, ee Boot Dealer Bangor 
et Aug5 Ord Aug 
Jonpas, JaMeEs, Shebloer, Devons, Farmer Barnstaple 
Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
xm, Haste, Southsea, Fruiterer Portsmouth Pet Aug 
Ord Aug 3 


cain Tsomas Sayer Viz, Chatham, Baker Rochester 


Pet July 10 Ord ant 
Marxvs, Jons, Salford, mpespaeet Manufacturer Man- 


chester Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 


Marspex, Fearcus Emmet, rend! Yorks, Innkeeper 
Dewsbury Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 
Mrits, Jans Aws, and Annie Mits, Basingstoke, 


Costumiers Winchester Pet Au ug 4 Ord Aug 4 

Morcay, Davsien, ree, Innkeeper Carmarthen 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 

Nrxoy, ALLey, Barrow in yee Poahpaylts Barrow in 
Furness Pet Aug4 Ord A 

Nrxox, James, Lanercost, Cumberland, Farmer 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 

Ropests, Exizaseta Ays, Devonport, Pawnbroker 
mouth Pet Aug2 Ord Aug3 

RosertTsHaw, A ye Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Aug 3 oq 

Rourg, C ausriay, t Dulwich High Court Pet April 


20 Ord Au 
RuTHeRForp, es Scaaw, Old Jewry chmtrs High 
te gt Boot 


Carlisle 


Ply- 


Court Pet July12 Ord Aug4 

Sauvet L Lioy & Co, Victoria av, Bisho 
Dealers High Court. Pet July19 Or 

Samve.s, SamveEt, a Mon, en thy Trede- 
gar Pet Aug4 Ord Au nt 

we - Bexsamuis Jacos, Bath, Butcher Bath Pet Aug 4 


Au 

ele. New Cross rd, Compositor High 
Court Pet July14 Ord Aug 4 

Statrer, Henry Guapstonxe, Burnley, Weaver Burnley 
Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug5 

Witpise, Jonx, St Anne’s on the 
Pet July 21 Ome ang ® 

Wisoy, Tuomas, Berwi Cabinet Maker Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet July 19 Ord Aug 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Batey, Jons, Colwick, Notts, Baker Aug 16 at 12 Of 
Rec, 4, Castle place, Park st, Nottingham 

Betts, Joun Freperick Heyry, Pope’s Head alley, Corn- 
nel, Cigar Merchant Augi7ati1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

arey st 

Branount, Kine, & Co, Bucklersbury, East India Merchants, 
Aug 17 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

B.6or, Henry, Tunstall, Butcher Augi9at11 Off Rec, 
King st, Newcastle under Lyme 

Boors, Mav nice, Dewsbury Aug 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Boswett, Hexsert Watrter, Stockport, Horse Dealer 
Aug 16 at 10.45 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market 
place, Stock 

Byr, Jous Ricuanp, Rushden, Grocer Aug 17 at 12.30 
Off Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Northampton 

Cuarmayx, Joux, Clayton le Moors, nes, Furniture 
Dealer Augi7ati1 County Court house, Blackburn 

Carman, Stowry, Cannon st, Foreign Goods Importer 
Aug 17 at 12 ‘Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

| Cross, Jous Jossru, Seacombe, Chester Aug 17 at 10 

= ~ Ree, Sy Beg st, Liver Lede a 

ay, Joanna Annet, Ventnor, ’ inghouse Keeper 

Aug 17at11 Off Rec, Newport, I sa - 

JoseruH STANISLAUS, Bevencaks Kent, Farmer 

Aug i7at12 24, one an on Bridge 

E.swortu, Josern, Pudsey, York Aug 7 at i “oft Rec, 

, Park row, 


Sea, Lancs Preston 





Evans, Danren Wiii1am, Morriston, Glam, Grocer 


17at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


11.30 Off Rec a meg st, Newcastle on 
Green, Groner HARsison, Shipley, Bootmaker Aug 17 at 
ll Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Harnzis, Ricnarp "Tuomas, High Holborn, Boot Dealg 
Aug 17 ati Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hicks, Rosert, Bethnal Green, Boot Manufacturer Ay 
17 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hueues, Henserr, Birmingham, Dairyman Aug 18atij 
74, TT st, ir 
Hume, eae Northampton, China Dealer Aug it 
ati O Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep st, North. 
ampton 
Jewnincs, Wittram, Cheriton, Hants 
Rec, 172, High st, Southampton 
—_— Orpett Epwiy, Stowmarket, Corn Merchagt 
—. 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Princes st, Ipswich 
Joyvon, Frepericxk WILLIAM, Peckham, Corn Dealer Ang 
18 at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Keyre, Cian, Shipston on Stour, Dressmaker Aug 16g 
3.15 1,8t "Aldate’ 8, Oxford 
Keyte, Georcr, Shipston on Sour, Grocer 
1, St. Aldate’s, Oxford 
Kuvixoron, Hannan Exizazetn, Gt Grimsby Aug 6a 
11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Kixe, Hevey, ‘Bouthsea, Fruiterer Aug 16 at 330 OF 
Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth 
Layman, Wivuram, Aberdare, Fruiterer Aug17 at 2 @, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Levies, H, Birmiogham, Baker Aug 16 at 12 174,Com 
poration st, Birmingham 
McMvrpo, JAMES McLetuan, Accrington, Wine Merchant 
Aug 17 at 1.30 County Court house, Blackbura 
Mires, Atrrep, Gt Ilford, Essex, Builder Aug 18 at 3% 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chinbrs, Temple av 
Moycs, Henry Micuar., Redhill, Surrey, Cattle Dealer 
Aug 16 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London bdge 
Muia, 7 Trowbridge, Wilts, Draper Aug 17at8 
Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Pauses, Danie, Pontypridd, Grocer Aug 16 at 12 @ 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Sousa, Joux Henry, Bilston, Staffs, Draper Ag 
17 at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Ricumonp, yg Fentiman, Ossett, Florist Aug iéa 
3.30 Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Roperts, get oe Ans, Devonport, Pawabroker Ang 
at 11 Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 





Aug 16 at 3.30 Og 


Aug 16 ats 


Samuvert L Lion & Co, Victoria av, Bishopsgate st, Bot 
Dealers Augi8at12 Bankruptcy bl Carey st 
Saunpeas, Cuagves James, boty peg I of W, Baker Aug 


17 ati2 Off Rec, Newport, lof W 

Score, eo! Tuomas, Glastonbury, Builder Augi7at 
12. ff Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Szesaicnt, Agsrave E, South Kensington Aug 16 at il 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Suort, Bensauin Jacos, Bath, Butcher Aug 17 at1 Of 
Rec, dwin st, Bristol 

Samira, Josavua, Dresden, Staffs, Grocer Aug 18 atil Of 

ig st, Newcastle under Lyme 

Srex., Heyry, Cambridge, Licensed Mapua Aug iva 
11 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambri ge 

Sruinoer, James Crayton, Streatham gh-road Augié 
at3 24, Railway app, "London Bridge 

Unsworts, Eryest, hen, Cheshire, Paper Stainer Ang 
16 at 11.15 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Stockport 

Vesey, yo Lsoy, Knightabridge Aug i7ati1 Bank 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vite, Witt1am Tomas, Wandsworth, Builder Aug I7at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Watcn, James WILLIAM EN ay, Gt Winchester st, Soliciter 
Aug 19at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wattwace, Roszsrt Matcoum, Smith sq, Westminste, 
Theatrical Manager Aug 18 at 11 Biakragen Uae 


st 

Weak Henry Caampers, Birmingham, Contractor 

Aug 18 at12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Witrorgp, Eowarp, "Melton Mowbray, Warehousema 

Aug 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
WI iiAmson, CHARLES Norais, Walton on "Thames, Jour 

nalist Aug 16 at 12.30 24, Railway app, Lond 

Bridge 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arcanp, Pigrrt Emit, Pwlmeyric, nr Chepstow, Mon, Cal 
Exporter Newport, Mon Pet June2i Ord Augs 

AsseLt, Wititam James, Eust Dulwich, Tailor Mgt 
Court Pet July 7 Ord Aug 5 

Asrsury, Joseru Barker, Hendon, Farmer Barnet 
July 12 Ord Aug 2 

Bawky, Aetuus Crawsuay, Victoria st, Company Be 
moter High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Aug 3 

—— James Faeperick Cagerutsers, John st, Bedford 

Architect High Court Pet June 20 Ord Aug! 

a, ng Some Faeorrick Henry, Pope’s Head alley, Ca 
hill, Cigar Merchant High Court Pet July6 Onl 


Aug 5 

Bayvox, Joux, Hetton le Hole, Durham, Butcher Dar 
ham Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Cuar.itox, Witiiam, Heaton, Newcastle on Tyne, Catt 
Proprietor Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug3 Ord Auge 

Co.iier, A a Tir Phil, Glam Merthyr Tydfil Peta 
5 ug 5 

Cuosnrts Lat Leiia, Northumberland avy High Court Pet Joly 

rd 


Au 
Craoss, Joun , eal Seacombe, Chester, Removal Ga 
tractor Birkenhead Pet July 18 Ord Aug 6 
Davies, Joun, Burslem, Staffs, Slipmaker Hanley Pa 
Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 


Daviss, Mas Many, Lampeter, Cardigans, Glass Dealer Ow 
Pet Aug6 Ord 
Davie Be Balham, Builders’ Fam Wandsworth Pé 
May 14 Ord Aug 4 


Fox, Rare by Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pe 
* Cheltenham, Baker Cheltecham B# 


Perea” Faank, 
Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 


a 


Goopwix, Epwarp, Longton, Staffs, Butcher Aug 17g 
11 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under Lyme 
Goopwix, Brow ax, South Shields, Builder Aug 17 g 





i -] 


Bie "35 BoA E SIF 


ER 


e 
s 








I oo 


aw Aug 
~ Ang at 
Aug Ww 
n Tyne " 
T ‘Ang 1? at 
Boot Dealer 
Aug 
Aug 18atlf 


aler Aug if 
ep st, North. 


6 at 3.30 OF 


rm Merchant 
pswich 


Dealer Ang 
r Augita 








cturer 


Aug 16 a3 
y Aug 16a 
at 3.30 Of 
10uth 

z17 at 2 @, 
12 174, Con 
ine Merchant 
ckbura 
Aug 18 at 3 
Jattle Dealer 
2 bdge 

Aug 17 a8 
16 at 12 6, 
Draper Aug 
$ Aug iéat 
broker Ang 
nouth 

gate st, Boot 
3, Carey st 

, Baker Aw 
er Augiiat 
Lug 16 at ii 
z17 atl Of 
18 atil Of 
er Augiia 
road Augit 
Stainer Aug 
ckport 
atj1 Bank 
x Aug iva 
er st, Soliciter 


Westminster, 
ruptey bidgs, 
1, Contractor 
igham 
‘arehousem™® 
Leicester 
Thames, Jout 
app, 


ow, Mow, Cas 
Ord Aug 
Tailor High 


Barnet Pa 


ourt Pet daly 
Removal Ca 
_ > a 
Dealer Ge 
rdsworth Pa 
Bradford Pe 
lteoham Pe 
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Bares, Wa Waa PAamesr, py Rutland, Builder 
Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Gapircnennorr, Fritz, Callum st High Court Pet 
June 30 Ord Aug 5 

Horewett, Winttam Watson, and James Daury Dats, 
Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers Nottingham Pet 
July 13 Ord Aug 6 

ivones, Joan Cuances, Birmingham, Cycle Maker Bir- 


mingham Pet Aug3 Ord ay 
HverLer, ALBERT, 7 eee York keeper Leeds Pet 
June 29 Ord Aug 
[uuiveworTH, fom be Sootbill, by <4 ys, Hotel 
Keeper Dewsbury Pet Jul 
Jonsson, WILLIAM, Elwick, Dur AR fm he Sunder- 
land Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
oT Corn Dealer 


Joyce, Faepenick WIM, 
High Court Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 

Ketow, Ropert Wituiam, Salisbury, Wilts, Builder 
Salisbury Pet July 21 Ord Aug 5 

Laviex, Hy Bi — Baker Birmingham Pet May 
16 

Macieop, fom | , Brick In, omen, Publican 
High Court PetJune14 Ord Pas 

Manxvs, Jonn, Salford, Waterproof nufacturir Man- 
chester Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Marspex, Feancvs Exmet, Batley, 
Dewsbury Pet Aug6 Ord Aug6 

Mourorp, Freperick Jouy, Bickleigh Devon, Farmer 
Plymouth Pet July 29 Ord A ug 5 

Muts, Jane Arn, ‘and Ayxxm Mums, Basingstoke, 
Costumiers Winchester Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Moncay, Dawniet, = Innkeeper Carmaithen 
Pet Aug 6 Ord A 

Morris, Joszru, South Bhields 
March 10 Ord May 10 

Nixow, ALLEN, Barrow in Furness, Blacksmith Barrow in 
Furness Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

RosertsHaw, Bexsamin, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug3 

Ropertsox, Freperick ma Richmond Wandsworth 
Pet June 10 Ord Aug 

Sanvecs, SAMvEL, Abertillery, Mon, Pawnbroker Tredegar 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Saaw, WituiaM Steeie, Hyde, Cheshire, ceed Ash- 
ton under Lyne Pet June 23 Ord Jul y8 

Suzars, Georce, New Barnet, Hertford, Photographer 
Barnet Pet July 29 Ord Aug 3 

Buoat, Bens amin Jacop, Bath, Butcher Bath Pet Aug 4 

Aug 4 

Siarer, Henry 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Sray, Wictiam, Portsmouth, Butcher Portamouth Pet 
June3 Ord July 22 

Terry, Luxe Forp Tuomas, —- Laundryman 

tbourne Pet July 25 Ord July 

Tower, James, Upper Norwood, Builder Croydon Pet 
July 30 Ord Augé 

Viz, Wituiam Tuomas, Wandsworth, Builder Wande- 
worth Pet June 14 Ord Aug 4 

Watrorp, Harry Epwarn, and Watrer ARcHIBALD 
Taytor, South Norwo id, Beer and Spirit Dealers 
Croydon Pet July 27 Ord Aug 3 


York, Innkeeper 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet 


7 Burnley, Weaver Burcley 





A “letters intended for ‘publication in the 
Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty ts experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regulavity, it is requested that 
application te made direct to the Publisher. 





THE CAUSE OF JADEDNESS IN SUMMER. 
1R,— 

In face of scientific facts, how many people sit down to 
breakfast in the summer months and drink tea and coffee— 
os utterly unscientific practice in itself—and follow this up 

wr partaking of a more or less quantity of flesh food. 

ust think for a moment. 

oe injurious effects of frequent indulgence in tea are 

known; a coffee, usually used as a means of 
Fepine eo pe awake, is commonly seen on the breakfast 

eat an ot when people certainly require no wakin 
the to di food 


whic is simply igest f 
the system does not require, and which it cannot get 





i= wethine pee vee ee useless in such 
oreumstances ; simply assist in the TOC2SS. 

What is ment he y A not so much food as mea Lanery and 
a partially digested Food-beverage such as Dr. Tibbles’ 

Vi-Cocoa would, if universally used during the summer, as 
its merits deserve, do much towards relieving tte distress 
caused by carelessness in choice of food. 

It is at this season, too, that families on pleasure bent 
are more liable to overlook such facts as the above, with 
the result that, what should have been a holiday and 
release from business worries, is simply made an excuse for 
over-filling the body with unsuitable food, the severe 
effects of which make themselves felt at a time when 
health and vigour should, if the natural Jaws of health had 
been get h a —- have been firmly established. 

and hamper should, therefore, 
contain a suppl ply ply of I Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and it ought to 
Mite tired, Lengeid ferting referred 
@ ti uid feeling refer to di ars when 
Dr. Tibbles’  Vi-Cocoe i is daily used. This is oot to the 
og sustenant and vitalising powers which 4. eed 
i-Cocoa so readily gives to those who use it 

Thousands of people have tried Dr. Tibbles’ fone as 
& Summer Beverage with the most satisfactory results. 
Those who have not done so should write at once to 60, 61 
and* Bunhill Row, London, E.C., for-a free 

tin which will be forwarded by return of 
Yours y; 
London, N.W. SPRcIAuisr, 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Aba MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Jadicial Benen, Corporation of London, &c. 


2OBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSBL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law we. and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
ks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Cowrs. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


M R. CUTHBERT  SPURLING, M.A., 
B.C.L. (Oxford), First Class Honours, late Scholar 
of Christ Church, continues to PREPARE for all Legal 
Examinations by Day, Evening, or Post. 
Latest Sucorsses.—Bar Examination, 1897—44 sent wu 
; June, = LL.B. Cambridge gained by a pupi 
Solicitors’ ’ Final, 2 in both passed. 


Address, 11, mmnasaente Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 








TERMINABLE DEBENTUBES. 
NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY 
COMPANY OF NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. |“ 


Chairman - - - H. R. GRENFELL, Esq. 
CAPITAL - - - £1,000,000. 
Called Up, £200,000. Uncalled, £800,000. 








The Company receives money on Debentures for five or 
geven years. Ini payable half-yearly by coupons 
attached to the B 

By the Articles of Amociation the issue of Debentures 
is restricted to the amount of the uncalled capital, and 
pan are secured by a Trust Deed, establishing a prefer- 

tial charge thereon for the holders. 

‘Seana and full information as to the rates of 
interest may be obtained from the Manager, 8, Great 
Winchester street, ae E.C. 


DAILY SEA TRIPS FROM LONDON. 
BANK HOLIDAY SAILINGS.—No Alterations. 
[as NEW PALACE STEAMERS, 


bed a, for SOUTHEND and MARGATE, at 
a.m 
“ROYAL SOVEREIGN,” daily for MARGATE and 
RAMSGATE, at 9.20 a.m. 
Special Trains from Fenchurch-street at 945 a.m. and 
10 23 a.m., 8t. Pancras at 9.30 a.m. 


RETURN FARES—MARGATE: First Salcon, 5s.; 

md, 4s.; available till end of Season. From 

Doan — extra. Saloon Fares only on Bank 
oli 


“LA MARGUERITE” on peeninge, Wednesdays, Thurs- 
days, and Saturdays, sails 
MARGATE me BOULOGN E and Back. 
On Tuesdays to 
MARGATE and OSTEND and Back. 
On Sundays to 
SOUTHEND and MARGATE and Back. 


Special Trains from St, Pancras on Mondays, Tuesdays, 
and Wednesdays at 6 a.m. ; Thursdays and Saturdays 
at 8a.m.; 5 ys at 9.40 a.m. 

Fenchurch-street Montage, bag and Wednesdays at 
6.15 a.m. Thursdays and Saturdays at 7.45 and 8.3 
a.m. ; Sundays at 9.95 and 9.45 a m. 


FARES—First Saloon, BOULOGNE and Back, 13s, 6d. ; 
OSTEND and Back, 13s. 6d. 


SATURDAY to MONDAY at BOULOGNE. Combined 
Steamer and Hotel Tickets, Full Board and Accom- 
modation at Hotel, 27s. 6d. Additional days, 7s. 6d. 
per day extra. 


“ us BELGIQUE” to SOUTHEND, MABGATS, and 
STEND every Munday, Thursday, and Saturday. 


épaitamdeinton oad. returniog Tuesda 
Fridays, and Sundays. ae 


FARE—OSTEND and BACK, First Saloon, 10s. 
SATURDAY to SUNDAY at OSTEND, 3rd Class Rail 
and First a Boat Tickets to Ostend and 


Full Board and Accommodation at Hotel, 17s. 6d. 
Additional days, 7s. 6d. per day extra. 


For further particulars as to fares, apply to 








T. E. BARLOW : 
560, King Wiktism tect, E.C. 


"| (maRine CROSSE HOSPITAL MEDICAL 


PR. Be WINT. we... aa commence on Moo 
Srd, . we eS By 


Foreign Aoper Sicabec of the Be the aad Di 


Magnificus of Uni 
second ya LECTU: —~ a‘ : 
Science their bearing on ne 4 
pt ene by LORD LISTER, President 
of the Royal Societ 


The SCHOOL PROSPROTUS, con eraty. an full pestiontons 
of the Livingstone, Raster, begs ea other Scholar. 
Prizes, and all oth connected with 
the will be a on on tae to the 
DEAN, Chandos-street, Strand, W.C. 
H. MONTAGUE MURRAY, M. D., Dean. 





ro LONDON | MOSETTAL MEDICAL 


The WINTER mans os on OCTOBER 1. 

The annual dinner will be held in the College Library on 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 3. Mr. Manse'l-Moullia in the 
chair. 


The ar = gent bm is my eg in the bingtom ; Bs Ts, = 


e practice is im 

satlente leah pase 11,1 gm ek oe 161,033 ; accidents, 
14,781 ; major operations, 2,320. 

APPOINTMENTS.—Owing to the enormous number 
of patients pene cnoiiaes salaried and ——— are 
open to students at any other hospital. y of 
these qualified appointments = pone annually, sa more 
than 150 a ng! inical erks, » appoia e 
three months, All are free to Btadents of the College. 
Holders of zesident appointments have free board. 

SCHOLARSHIPS and PRIZE3.—Twenty-seven Scholar- 
= and Prizes are annually. FIVE ENTRANCE 
OLAR3HLIPS Swill be. be offered in September 
SPECIAL CL CLASSES , a. held for the Universit 


London ‘inations. a Eo ne 
for Medical and Sura Practice can be ma 
SS will find excellent opportunities for ae 


A reduction of tion of 15. ues is made to the sons of 
members of the profession 

ENLARGEMENT of the COLLEG E.—New laboratories 
and class rooms for , Public Health, tive 
Surgery, Chemistry, Biology, &e. , will be completed by 


. 1. 
The Clubs Union Athletic Ground is within easy reach of 


the Hospital. 
Luncheons and dinners at modcrate charges can be 
obtained in the Students’ Club. 


The M jitan and other railways have stations close 
~ OP eS aoe ie ormati t id: & 
ion as to residence, &c., 
aan a or od letter, to 
Mile-end, MUNRO SCOTT, Warden. 


UN IVERSITY COLLEGE, 
BIRMINGHAM. 


N oe 


QUEEN’S FACULTY OF MEDICINE. 


1898-99. 
The WINTER SESSION WILL COMMENCE 
Sarunpay October 1 
The DEAN (Professor Wirxvw*, D.Se., M.D.) will See 
Parents or Students on the 28th, 30th of 
September, between the haurs of Ten and 0 Ine. 


on 


iomas of all Li 


The Cou qualify f 
~ for and Surgery of B 


Bodies, and for Dageees in Medi 
iversities. 


Uni 
There are various Scholarships, entrance and otherwise. 
CLINICAL INSTRUCTION is given at the General and 


the Queen’s Wale Sone 0 united totes of cose 

beds. There special departments fc , Skin 

nd f Diseases of Women. Btadents 

can also attend the City Lunatic um the Fever 

Boreal the Eye, 0 ic, Ear and Throat 

The in conjunction with the General, 
Hospitals, affords a 


1 
curriculum for all Dental Diplomas. There is an 
arship, and Medals and Honour Certificates are 
awarded ir the classes. 





( There are also Faculties of Arts and Science. Syilabuser, 
containing full particulars, are we pulliched septrately.) 

A SYLLABUS of the Faculty of Medicine, containing 

be had ¢: : ratis from Messrs. Cornish, 

sal & Cole. 

GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, Larrrsp, 
No. 26, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
[Removed from 5, Whitehall.) 


, oF oo 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS. 


TUTORS. 


J. Cantsr Harrison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equity, Conveyancing, Common Law, and Bankruptcy. ; 
Lzonarp H. West, LL.D., 19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C.—Criminal and Magisterial Law ; Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty ; and 


Cxasses for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four| afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, 


Ecclegiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


ternoons each week during the following periods: August to January ;| Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Lay, 
. a” ’ " Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. ’ 


January to June. 


_ . These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students are 
a( vised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily 


be hurried. 


Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 


These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations arg 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than ong 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. : 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend” 


Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it | that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes of in- | Articles, and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination hag 


struction. 


Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of | 


been passed. 


The results obtained have been satisfactory. 


Miny pupils have obtained 


consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or | honours, and the percentage of passes is a high one, exczeding 85 per cont, 
of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented the nselves for 


To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic | examination. It has happened on several occasions that all Class pupils 


by letter at any time. 
instruction with advice and help 


tuition is impracticable. 


Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. | 9 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the | 
length of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three | 


months’ course. 


Rooms are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied | 


without extra charge, 


Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 

The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to | 
; March to June. } 


November ; October to January ; January to April 
Subscribers may subscribe for successive classes. 


Books can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending | the 
library, for an annual subscription of a guinea and a-h 
of work for the Final Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be | 
supplied to either Class of Postal Subscribers, at an annual subscription 
of one guinea, on application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 


| Class Instruction, 5 months .. 


, ” 


4 mont 


” 


3 months 


” 


| Postal Instruction, 2 years ... 
” ” 1 year 


| Class Instruction, 6 months 


ve a 3 months 
Postal Instruction, 2 years ... 
12 months 


” ” 


is given, and a course of preparation | have been successful, and the same has occurred in the case of subscribers to 
through the post has been devised, and is found to be useful where personal | the Correspondence Courses. 


after previous 
after previous 


after previous Postal Iastraction .. 


after previous Postal Instruction .. 


after previous Postal Lastruction ... 


Articled Clerks may attend the Lectures and Classes given or held in connect 
Inns of Court, under the direction of the Council of Legal Education, upon payment 
alf to cover the course | of half the fees payable by other persons not being members of aa Inn of Court, the 
Council of the Incorporated Law gaye Fey, a 
| tion for payment of the remainder. er 
| Examinations at the end of each Term. 

Articled Clerks may obtain particulars of such Lectures and Classes, and vouchers for 


TERMS. 
FINAL. 


Postal ‘nstruction... 


& 
© 


Postal Instruction .. 


“~ e®avuew~ 
DOPAT QoaTta@w10 


INTERMEDIATE. 


howmod 
co 


ion with ~ 


reed with the Counsilof Legal Eluca- 


Articled 3 will als> be admitted to the viva vow 


In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination | Tickets, upon application to the Secretary of the Incorporated Law Society. 


the Postal instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the | Cheques and 


selected portions of Stephen’s Commentaries. 


For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 


June, 1898. 








St: THOMAS’S HOSPITAL MEDICAL 
OOL. 


ALBERT EMBANKMENT, LONDON, 8.E. 


The WINTER SESSION of 1898-99 will OPEN on 
MONDAY, October 3rd. when the Prizes will be distributed 
at 3 p.m. by the Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Rochester 
in the Governors’ Hall. 

Three Entrance Scholarships will be offered for 
— in September, viz., One of £150 and One of £60 
in Chemistry and Physics, with either Physiology, B otany, 
or Zoology, for First Year’s Students; One of £50 in 
Anatomy, Physiology, and Chemistry for Third Year’s 
Students from the Universities. 

Scholarships and Money Prizes of the value of £300 are 
awarded at the Sessional Examinations, as well as several 


m 
ot Classes are beld throughout the year for the 
iminary Scientific and Intermediate M.B. Examinations 

of the University of London. 
All Hospital Appointments are open to Students without 


Club-Rooms and an Athletic Ground are provided for 
Students. 

The School Buildings and the Hospital can be seen on 
application to the MEDICAL SECRETARY, 

The fees may be paid in one sum or by instalments. 
Entries may be made separately to Lecture or to Hospital 
Practice, and special arrangements are made for Students 
entering from the Universities and for Qualified Prac- 


A Register of approved Lodgings is kept by the Medical 
Secretary, who also has a list of local Medical Practitioners, 
Clergymen, and others who receive Students into their 
houses. 

For Propectus and all particulars apply to Mr. RENDLE, 
the Medical Secretary. eT . 

H. P. HAWKINS, M.A., M.D. Oxon., Dean. 


NEXPENSIVE SCHOOL for Sons of 
Gentlemen.—Over 560 have already been educated ; 
thirty guineas per annum ; vicar warden; graduate masters; 
ened arrangements, sports, gymnasium, diet, refer- 
ences, &c.; healthy village.— Address, 
Schorne College, near Winslow, 





HEADMASTER, 


| the 





~T. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL and 


COLLEGE. 

The WINTER SESSION will begin on Monday, 3rd 
October, 1898. : 

Students can reside in the College within the Hospital 
walls, subject to the collegiate regulations. 

The Hospirat contains a service of 750 beds, 
Scholarships and Prizes of the aggregate value of nearly 
£900 are awarded annually. 

The Mepicat Scaoot contains large Lecture Rooms and 


well-appointed Laboratories for Practical Teaching, as well | 


as Dissecting Rooms, Museum, Library, &c. 

A large Recreation Ground has recently been purchased, 
and is open to members of the Students’ Ciubs. 

For further particulars, apply personally or by letter to 
the Warden of the College, St. Bartholomew's Hospital, 
E.C. 

A Handbook forwarded on application. 


-_—— 


NEWCASTLE - UPON - TYNE AND 
+ GATESHEAD GAS COMPANY. 
SALE OF THREE AND A HALF PER CENT. 
DEBENTURE STOCK. 


| 6, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, That the Directors have | 


instructed Mr. ROBERT MACK, Auctioneer, to SELL BY 
AUCTION, at the Offices of the Company, Grainger Street 


of August, 1898, at Twelve o’clock noon precisely, £12,500 of 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE 


and GATESHEAD | 


GAS DEBENTURE STOCK (Perpetual), bearing interest | 


at the rate of £2 10s. per cent. per annum, payable half- 
yearly on the Ist July and ist January, being part of the 
moneys authorised to be raised by the Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne and Gateshead Gas Act, 1896. 


For conditions of Bale and further particulars apply to | 


the undersigned. 
THOS. WADDOM, Secretary. 


Chief Offices: 33, Grainger Street West, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Sth August, 1898. 


—————_— 


&18 PICCADIL 
Ww. 


LY SIAMONDS, PEAR] « 


COMPANY’S PLEASURE” 
CRUISES by their 
Steamship ‘‘ LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tons register, 

For COPENHAGEN, WISBY, STOCKHOLM, ST, 
ETERSBURG, BALTIC CANAL, &c., 

Leaving London 17th August, returning 14th September. 

For SICILY, CONSTANTINOPLE, the CRIMEA, 
GREECE, MALTA, ALGIERS, &c., 


Qe 


cee SREY 


pitas De 


Psieicp ae 


2 
ae 


eooocecco 


Post Office Orders should be made payable to the Szcrerany, — 4 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Barctay & Co., Lisirrp.”’ i 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. 


Leaving London 20th September, returning 8th November, 


String band, electric light, high-clasa cuisine, &c, 


Managers: F. Green & Co.; Anderson, Anderson, & Oo 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


For passage ap ly to the latter firm at 5, Fenchu 


avenue, London, E.C.; or to the West-End Branch Office,» 


— 


UT-OF-PRINT BOOKS SUPPLIED.— 


Please state wants. New Books supplied, 3d. in Ia = 


discount. Haydn’s Dictionary of Dates, 93. 6d., 
ublished 18s., carriage free. Catalogues free. B& 
ught.--Taz Hotianp Company, Booksellers and P 


| West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, on Wednesday, the 31st day | lishers, Cherry-street, Birmingham. 





~OLICITOR, large general experience) 
wishes to Purchase Share old-established Businesiy 
London or southern counties preferred ; highest refe 
given and required.—Faepkey, care of Gordon & Ge 
St. Bride-street, E C. 
j ANTED, No. 3 vf Vol. XLI. of 
; * Solicitors’ Journal,” dated November 14th, 18 
6d per es be paid for same at the Office, 27, 
cery-lane, W.C. 
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